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vrrrr 11—3~xnr-tm (**) 
PART fl—Section 3—Sub-Section (li) 


irrrrr rrvtrt v jwTtrif (Tmiwrm vftvtfwz) jm urnft ptr xtfhffafi stt#vt i*>t stfaqvnvt 

Statutory Orders uad Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 

(other than the Ministry of Defence) 


wt* fawroer rr«n T?nT 
(rfw Vnc srfvrtsrvr .f^r<tw) 
ttf fokt, 2 3 ^, 1996 

^foitre t576 .—%;?pt rtfr rr^gru ^ 
srf%rr *r%r 1973 (1974 9 ?r vrfirfkzpr Ro 2) 
vt ktrt 24 ‘?T?rnT (s) airr ti^rr wfkrT *ft 
srwh'fT ^ %rr jrfisft fto £fjTTT 7 ft ark rnro «ft 
RTmkfk, RfkTfm tt, ttr-r ^nrRnr, sftnk, iw 
tntrsnr, ’tpr srkr it fakt fwr kw *«rmT gnr 
rr-^-T tum VFm RPHT *fo #P 3 ft--l(tttf)/ 96 / 
*urw («ft rpitt ^rrr tutt 
■> sr i?f 4 T Tfy) cr«rr ukr TTfafr ?mr 

fsR-pft tt^T faTRR 9 iT ■TTTT'T % fatt, Tk 

*rf*WTsrq> % wt n ftrqrb =fTT<fr k 1 

[*To 225/90/96-ho^ofro-Il] 
irifo iftsjT rrvu w: Hfer 


MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 23rd May, 1996 

S.O. 076.—In xercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (8 j of Section 24 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 
1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974J, the Central Government hereby 
appoints of S/Shri B. Hanuma Reddy and M, Sree Rama 
Murthy. Advocates as Special Public Prosecutors for con¬ 
ducting case No. RC. 1(S)/96'SPE|CBI|STT Madras iShri 
Magunta Subba Rama Reddy murder case) and any other 
matter connected therewith or incidental thereto, investi¬ 
gated or instituted by he Delhi Special Police Establishment 
in the Session Court, Ongole, Prakosam District. Andhra 
Pradesh, 


1292 GI/96-1 


( 19)3) 


[No. 225/90/96-AVD, 11] 
S. SOUNDAR RA.TAN, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 


r=TTT rigrirTTf 
(hfr fiAiR) 

FTFfTT, 5 FTFHw bBe 

3fRffF 

FK’RTo 1 577. — f fT J TT.TR , 4 Ft RfiSRT gfffcT 
fF4T FRf t fc fffFffTfdR 4434 Ft, 4T4F7 ?rfj- 
f444, 1961 Ft HT7T 3 5 ffU 3WRI (l) % JfiS 1 

(ii) % rTi ttrft f-m % Tt-ta fi f wfR 

srrfoFTfr tto fR-Tfifaff m-rf ft "4«ir" f 44^ 

% TT4R NRClfirT fF4T 441 t:— 

(i) 4434 -T-yUlR FFlf % pR 444 44T 

4 fa tr art i 

(ii) n% rr TtnfffF ^ttoR *Ufefr fr! ft 
EC 4i Pit Erri jptf f^fr-v 44 f Pr 
R'RF 44 F 3 1 4£ 4F TTfffff, fdlf-IF 
4 •sflalPri: trfjr fi-TR, "mrfefr V44" 
R iTeRUft Tt? ; 4 # fessfr-1 lOOKi FT 
'4R4T, 1?)’: 

(iii) r ffT TR-r ft f :ii tifjtr ff 4Fr- 
'tUfifR TtiTF A'TT 9?I fffT (F) !TIW( 
TRrfariPF (f3?3), (**) 4f44 #5nf4F TRT 
iftTftfrr-F TT^TTT'T Pt 4I4 afR ( 4 ) XTRFR 

FfiMsiF (sga) ^crr- 

fjFR 4 4F 4434. IT AT | STk 4TFFC 

srRjfim, 1981 Ft sto 35 ( 1 ) 4 (ft fS 

fCTR? PfRT 441 44pR F3 % 4TT 4 RFT- 
FTTUr 4T4-5FT fs4TT Ft fft 4TTT F>4T I 

4434 FT 4T4 : AIR 4'RT^FRT PT44 T/fIRR, ITT, 

1 5 / 1 71, 4)44 74444, 4Rtt4, 

RTYTR'-cfT- 22100 7 

4 ? srfsrgRirr fRTF 1 - 4-95 4 31 - 3-90 ff ft 

TrPT % fTT FFCft t 1 

fjRTjfr: 1. TIFF) 44 ( 1 ) “*f*r” ^4T 444 % fFT 

414 Riff £>41 t 

2. 4434 FT TfWR fRT VRT t ft t 
SR4TT4 TRUt 4fR % pR OT4FT 
4T4Fl/lTERR fafuFTT (t33) ftTFF 5TFT- 
fsTFR 4 4444 T?FT ft % 41544 4 
414474 4fflf444F (153), FFFrTT Ft 
?ft4 sfr-TT 4 4T44F FT, TOtW FT 
44pJ 44T4 % 444 4 Pfct XTTFF4-4F 
4tt ffffTR FT 4R4 FT4T I I 

[iTo 1518/TTF4oTTo'f7ro/lTroFo(T!J3)/^o>fIo-2/ 

3S(l)(ii)/39] 
1 mTT° flT^i T4 flRFF 


(t)ep:irtiTUTil of Revenue) 

Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1577.-—Jt is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income lax 
Rules, for the purpose of clause (ii) of sub-sertion (I (4 of 
Section 35 of ihe Income Tax Act, 1961 under Ibe cate^try 
“institution” subject to the following conditions : — 

(i > The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) Jt will famish the Annual Returji or its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, “Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) ii will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (cl Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act. .1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Sah Industrial Research Institute 

Sa, 15/171, Gautam Buddha Rojpath, 

Samath, Varanasi-221007. 

This Notification is effective for the period front 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes.-—(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in Iriplicates 
anil well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to (he Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-lax/Dircclor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1516]F. No. DG.IT(E) /UP-2/35(1) (ii) |39-TT(E)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


FTTFWT, 5 FTF 7 !, 199 8 
TrnTFt 

FR5TR 15 78.—RffmOTTR Ft . gfFT 

fF4T FRr % fF fffHfTPiR F4F4 Ft, TIT4FT Itfit- 
fff4R, 1961 Ft mrr 35 tT twrt ( 1 ) Y wz 
(iii) % Ur ttrfr ftm % Urr 6 ffrUt frf?R 
aifjFRt trt f-RdUrUm rt! ft f 4Rf 

% (RfR FffFtfR fetT 44T ^ :— 

(i) 4434 F444R FTfff % Ur FF4 %(3T 
4%4tw4T I 
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[frur tl —ws 3 (ii)| vfnyr tptw : ^ 

(ii) FRtfr ^pn tt 

^ rPr r«H<«i srr farffer tt % Pw 
trt m % 31 hi fr^tPr, tRPrT y 
arterrPw srshr f^vrrr, “sfWrfwr w" 
r r^Nt n-T, ^ Pert -110 01 h tt -br R. 



(iii) its stfTT rt T 31 ’TCCtt tc rr- 
tttPr •trrPnr %?r w srPr (^) iterr 
rjtPrVf (®7). 1 (hr) Rfqer ^tPer rtf 
oft^ftfr^r rjwr Hiiri <tr< (?r) retr: 
rttr/sirtt JTCTf^'w(^) Pr% tifrfwn: 
tf 3 tb rtr tstt & ^ WRfiR rPiPer, 
lHtii'PrsrRr 35(1) if r »ii Prr ftm 
RTT R*pR % TT* it Rfjr-TCtpR 

rrrt Prr T'r -*fr trt i 
’f^r^TmTr 

fittfiiR vefteijs arfr rtstr, rr m jfo hui, 
V.|jRI< 1, <KNRf(-221007 (^o'ffo) 

^ fcrPff 1-4-95 *T 31-3-96 re 

qft «nrfk % fair firrY £ 1 

feRRf: 1. RETR UR (l) “*fa" #RT % pR 

*rnr rPsrt 1 

2. TffR «Ft (JfTR pRT 3 fHT t Pf t *R- 
RR Tf RTpJ W4 % fsftr RETT 

^?t>/<rpm Prur (vjz) 5 ,- 4 % wr- 
f&mr if fttr im % % msw fr 
rwf (fr), wwr ^'t 

<fR stPrt if ?ntr'T-r wt, trbtr tf 
snrfa rur % *Pi«r if f^rr witr^JW 
4 -ff f=r*rrrr tt srjt rrt t 1 

[*fo 1517/^oJfoTToft-o/iqTo^o ('3Z)jc{°'lt°-3] 

35(l)(iii)] 

TTR* pR, r=H pRur^ 

Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1578.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (l) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 uhder the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions ; — 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish ihe Annual Return or its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, “Technology 
Bhawnn 1 , New Mehrauli Road, Nc\V Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 


:, 1996/^3 18, 1 9 I S 


(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the, organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF' THE ORGANISATION 

Oandhiun Institu'e of Studies, />- , „ '■ 

Post Box No. 1116, ... 

Raighat, Varanasi-221001 
U.P. 

This Notification is effective for the period fiom 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes.—(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tux/Director of Income’Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1517|F. No. DG-IT(E)/UP-3/35(l)(iii)] 
R. SINGFI, Dy, Director 


'IR'RTF, SfiverA, 19 9b 

steer: 

TT-RTo 1 5 79. — RfffWRF TT n^pT ?JpR 
fffTri ViffT n pE PfHPffPiR FEF2R TT, s( 1Th f TTfij- 
pRff, 1961 BTTTT 35 # TRtJRI (l) % tg^ 

(ii) t fra si'mT ftRtr % fvrw 6 % srtfR fVf%T 
mfdwt titt fffTdfifTT weft qr “jr" % 
ifr tETsflPT RTfftfcr 1w W t:— 

(i) mzz d-ffRdTff Riff % f-fftr 5EPTJT T'TT 

^%rrwri i 

(ii) ^ wir ttR *frr 

ffT TiffFff fTTCff IPTT fTvfrcr T'T % PfE 
VRT TT % 31 5TTT ^TrpFfT 

? aikftpRT RRTTff fffffTff, ‘'srkfrPppf -R4" 
r %trrWr tR, di hook; tt 
■rrtffT, 

(iii) Tff SETT % ;n isrffTdT TT %33tT- 

'mfiR rj7 T upr (^) ^44^ 

EpiiPi^iir-h' (®.^), ( 7 s) fPR wt 

sfrtitppff WTTOTff afp; (t) 

mffR/RW'C Tr^lpTfiRi (®ff) fn'fR ^rr- 
f jqfR ir tTffTT 'Ren ^ srnRR 
5T%Pept, iogi um 35 ( 1 ) e ffi; 
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ftft fftn TTT ftfft ft % ft if ftJT- 
ftffft RTff-aTT fftlff ft vfr ftyr ftfiT I 

TT TR ; ft ftfft, ftftftw ftf RTrftftT 

ftftft arfa sffti 29, ftrnft rit, 
^<Prrr-7000l6 I 

ft wfaflfSRT fftft 1-4-9 5 A 31-3-98 TT 'ft 
yjftr % faq ireift t I 

fftrft: i- Tift; ft (i) "ft” ftr ftff % fft 
fTFI ftf ftfTT I 

2 - ftift ft ffti vm S ft t 

ftftFT ft «lft % fft TM-TN 
wftfi/ftWF fafurff (ft) ft-ft ftr- 
ftppTT it ftST TOT % ffTSTff Ii 
?TPTTT TT^tftftTFfr (ft), ftWHT ft 

dft nftTt it niftr ft, siftft ft 
wfa N3rr-r % ftft it fftr sftft-qcr 
ft ftffTff ft ftpr ftftT t i 

(ft 15 L 8 /ftiftftfft/Sftft (ft)/ftft ft-49/ 

3 5(l)(ii)/92] 

fto ftft, faftlTr 

Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.o. 157y.—it is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tux 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association" subject to the following cohditions :— 

(i) Tho organisation will maintain separate boojrs of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return or its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, "Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b). Secretary, Department: of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

The Mining, Geological and Metallurgical 
Institute of India, 

29, Chowringhee Road, 

Calcutta-700016. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98 

Notes.—(I) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions erdegorised as associations. 


(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax.'Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific. and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1518|F. No. DG-IT(E) 'WB-49 f 35(lHii)|92-H (E >] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TTEriT, 5 TTftr, 199 6 

snTTT 

TIoJITo 1560.*—ft flTOTOT ft ftTTP'.T 
fftrr 5 ,ttt fr ft faftAfft ft, m wf ftij. 
fftff, i96i ft am 35 ft wjm (i) ft w 
(ii) % fft TTTqTtT ffttf % ftffJf 6 T ftft ftfft 
RTfJTTft g'TTT faRftfft ftf ft, “rftft’ % ftff 
% ft FT ?IfttfcT fftrr jrt f, :— 

(i) ftTS-T tOTR-ftl fiftf T fftr trT'T ft-TI 

ftftftnTT 1 

(ii) nft fttfr Tffft tt 

ft ftft faftTfi 5 Fft fftfft ft % fftr 

ft % 3 i ft to rrfft, ftnfft ^ 
sfraffftr ftfftnr fftrrff, ftVtfftf w" 
^ ftftft ft*-, ft fftft -110 0 16 ft 
wrr, ftr 

(iii) ft ftN? ft % 3 1 XTT'V ftr ftaT- 

qftftrr ftft ftr ft oft (ft WAft 
(ft),(ftgfft tf9TTfft ftT 
ftsr'rfw rrfttiFi fftrnr am (ft shewt 
anffft: ftifftftb (ft) ft, ft tftrfftft *r ftF 

ftTJET ft'TT £ ftlT CTfft rrftrffi'O'R', 1961 

ft um 35 ( 1 ) if ft ft frft fftrr fti 
ftfiJT ^ % ft" if ftrT-ftfftTT ftr- 
®rq- ftrrr ft ft ftft Tftr 1 

ftrsr TT ftff : fftftff ?T7,TA frft ftffPtft, 13 , 
fftjr, ^ftftsiR -21 loot 

ftftvFTT fftft 1-4-95 A 31-3-96 W 

ft rfttr % fft jTvrrft t 1 

fftrft: 1 . ft ( 1 ) “ft” ftr *rft % Pto;- 

tTFT/Tfr#rT I 

2. ftrft ft fftr ^tctt P. ft t sro- 
RftT ft sr^ft ffft t ftff WTTr 
ftftF/ifrwT fftspir (ft) ftft ftr- 
ftTTT ii Tft r t % RF-TR T 
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'(TIFF *trr TTFTF : 4,-T S, 1996/fa*5 H, 1918 


[dot it- 3 (ii)] 

dfaF 7 : TTSTf^TTST^ (^r), FFFftt fa 

fad fafaf b ttfft Fd, fajdfar fa 
dfab dlfa % bbd it fFb dtFFF-FF 
fa fbdTF FT 5RF?T FdFT & I 

[fa 1 5 l 9/fT^ P JToHofao/.!Tro^t. (^)/?°^ro-l| 

3 5(l)(ii)/89] 

STTTo fir?, FT ffadF 
Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1580.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions ’ 

fi) The Organisation Xvill maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, New 
Mehruaji Road, New Dujlhb 110016 for 
every financial year by 31st May of each 
year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax]Director of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the Organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THF ORGANISATION 

Viklang Kendra Rural Research Society, 13, 
Lukerganj, Allahabad, U.P.-211001 

This Notification Is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to Organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Director 
General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
Income-tax Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the 
organisation. Six copies of the application 


for extension of approval should be sent 
directly to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 15191F. No. DG-1T(E);DP-1135 (1) (ii) 1891 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
FFi+xTi, 5 'TiTJrfr, 1396 
irnrFt: 

FToitTo 1 581 .—F%MT’Fr fa nfafaP fabd 

f«Frr oridr I far farFfaffar bF5F ft, wiwr srftsr- 
fbdb, i96i fa nrrr 35 fa TTfjrri (i) % nvff 
(ii) % faro 3TTFF T fad'd F ffad 6 f far-T fafaF 
SHfafafa 3TTT fafafafad fad T T “djrrfWfaF” % dFF 
F fatF aEJddfcF farm trr k :— 

(i) ffsf fahaiF Frbf % fa" fff far: 
Fffad nfar , 

(ii) mr wt farfaF jpfasnd famf FTbt ft 
far mfbF fam^r arb'F fabfa fa f fan; 

fa % at w *rf^«r, tdifbF 
f fafafaF ddbdfF fad ft, ‘'btfafafa dfa’ 
m bfarfa far, Ft fafaT liooiti Ft 
vf far, far 

(iii) Ff fafa fa F 31 ff fagr- 

Ffatfad mfaF faji fa srfar (f) srrFFv 
dfafafarF (®f), (f) ttfar far.fFF wr 

fafaffiF dbfaTIF fddlF sfar (n) 3TTFFT 

ftFF/ anfaFV UFiffawF (’3Z) farfa fan- 

fsTFTT it r3FT FFFF FTFr ft far diFFT 
dfaffad, 1961 fa tTPT 35( 1) it fa Ft 
fddb fFm fft bbffa xgv % md b farr- 
Tfawder dPT-sFT jfarF fa dd sppjf Ffar 1 

FF5F Ft FET : dr fall fatfi'F dfaFTF fafaffat 
3tfa tffad wrnfat fadfafa, fa dTFFF 
?FdET TUT, FTFF T— 440 00 9 
Fq fabfaRT fadtF 1-4-9 5 b 31-3-98 FF Ft 
ddfa % fFT Tdlfa | I 
fjmfa: 1. ffff: F?i' ( l) "ff" FFT Fffa F fFf, 
FTF Ffa faFf I 

■ 1 . FF5F fa dfltd fern FrFr I fF F 

F5FdFt fa arfaiir Fyrd % fan; atTFFT 

FTFFr/FTFFT ffaTTF (VJZ) fsffa; tjfa'f- 
fFFTT F FF5F FSFT t ^ FrKW F 
3TTFFT FfaffariF (tyZ,) FFFFT Fd 
FtF SffFfa F 3RFFF FK, FfifaFF fa 
yfad FTrb F w b fan srrdFF-FF 
Fd fad IF Fd 3TFP FTFT % I 
[b^ 15 2o/ n ,Fbod^fao/dT“Fa (^F) /Fdo 48/ 

?s(i)(ii)M 

dpo f?TT, Sf f-K'T'l. 
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Calcutta, the 5th February, l‘>% 

INCOME TAX ' 

S.U. 1581.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of (he Income 'I ax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iil of sub-section (I) 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“College” subject to the following conditions : — 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate boohs of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, “Technology 
Bhawau’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

liii) It will submit to the fa) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax'Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income, and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption wa-, 
granted under sub-scclion (1) of Secdon 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Bhnrtiva Vaidyak Sumanvayn Samuti’s 
All India Ayurved Institute, 

Shrj Ayurved Mahavidyalaya, 
linnumun Nagar, Nagpur-440009. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98 

Notes.—■( 1 ) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax'Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Reseafch. 

[No. 1520|F. No. DG-IT<E)/M-48/3J(l)(ii)!89-ri(E)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

FffFm, SFTFA, 199 6 
afTffFT 

TTo afto 1 582.—TkTIWiT’ff Ft dpT^lTT 
fadT ■SiTcTT fr far fffnffffff'FT AffTff Ft, ffTffFT 3TftT- 
fffffff, 1961 FT HITT 35 Ft TTUITT (l) % 

(ii) F fatO iffffffT faffT F fffffff 6 F anftff fa faff 
3”rTT faFfffarfNff fffat ff T "hTHR" F ffffff 

% 3 ftf(ff Ffifftfaff fffffT fffiT % :— 

(i) Fnff f farfa arrff srcrr 
Ffaffr fffftffr i 

(ii) ff? wt ffanfaF sf-jAanff thht Fifff ft 

9T TTIn'I: !FffT faratff TT F fafF 

!FFF TB iff 31 wi T-F fffatffi T 

AtFtfffT f'TffTff, '‘iMfffFt HW” 


8, 1996/jVAlSTHA IS, 1918 (Part it—S ec, A(ii)J 

FT ifafafaft ft?, wi fcrift-110016 Ft 
W. Ftff 

(iii) ff? srffF % 31 sffzft tf hft- 

ffffeftff ^rfffF Ft Slk (f) JlfTF?' 

(wz), (H) fffffff, tSitfffF^MT 

smfrflTF 3fT*f9'iff f T9 iff sftff (t) 3TPTFT 

ffFTlfffTffT (wz) fffffiftrFTZ ip ^ 

ffffsff ffffffr t 3tk siTffFff yferiffffff, 1961 
Ft hitt 3s( t) it it ff£ fz-rF fffrffi fftrr 
fffff-Jff ®Z F m* if 'Wi-tAFtt sffff- 
«ffff faffrff Ft vtY ff'ffT ffrvjfr i 

ffffZff FT ffTff 

ffffTiffdffff Fit fft ff'TTff 7 ’ hriffj 

TTffff faff ff ffZTf y;rf 

fffaTTT^, Ztfff fftffafff tffa (ffffff'z), 

1 6, FF *f(Z, fft^f-400 023. 

ff? 3fftf*fFTT fcffTF 1-4-9 5 ff 31-3-9 7 ffF 
Ft 3T$ftr % fffff THTifft I I 

foffFt: 1. ^ (0 ‘W ^ffT ffffff F fa™ 

HT>] ffjTT STffl I 

2 . Fffsz Ft 'jfl'fff kffT tjfraT t far t sfj. 
Biffff Ft afafar m\A % fffff 3 trft 
mTm.jmmi. fffTffr (wt) war- 

f'JFTT ff ffffSff TTfri | % RTKffff ff 
3TPTFT ffSTfffffffF (ijz), TwTFtTT Ft 
(ftff ffffrffT ir yiAffff Ft, Ft 

ffffftT ffTl'ff F ffffti if fFff affTTrff-Tff 
FV faff'lff Ft FtffT I I 

1 52l/ffFoff otfoko/affc-Fo (^z)/ffff^ 38/ 

35(l)(ii)/89] 
iHTffo ffff, TT fffffffF 

Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1582.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tux 
Rules, for tfic purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section, (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax .Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

<I) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish ihc Annual Return or ils scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scieutilic and Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New' Delhi-! lUOlti 
for every financial yepr by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) li Will -ulunii to ihe in) Dircdoi General oi laconic 
Tuk ir.si-iiijintmsj, tb) Secretary, DeruUu-i.t m 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and („’» Cr.rnmi-- 
sinner of Income Tax 'Director of Incc me Tax 
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| Tf<T I!—*1 3(ii)] 


'<TT'TT Tf JTTA . RJ 8j 1 ; 1 -j 1 j 


(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the oigiriiu- 
tion, by (he 31st October cadi sear, j copy of [U 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy oi 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in reaped 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (13 of Section 35 of 
income Tax Act. 1961. 


RR3-1' T! -ITp 


RRTR n-^r^rfr RTF RifRf, 

5, RTRRff tjr TTR, 7JT RRPT, 
^RrfUff[R-2 1 100 2 


NAME OI I TIE ORGANISATION 

Association for the Welfare of Person 

with a Mental Handicap in Maharashtra, 

Turner Manison House (Basement), 

16, Bank Street, Bombay-400023. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes.-—(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Tncome-fax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific nnd 
Industrial Research. 

[F. No. J521 |F. No. DG-IT(F.)/M-38/35(I)(ili)|S9-IT(E)! 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


•fTR'FRT, 5 199 6 

REEF J 

ffrro rt° 1 583.—RfRrerrcR vt 
faFTf Tfr-rr £ fa rrct vt, rtrvt arf^r- 

i96i srnr 35 Twiner ( 1 ) % 

(ii) % FT" REFER fffffff % Ftrr 6 T Rtftff fff%T 
ffrfaTf^r im FTHfaffR W-rf TR "ffRTiR” % tfRR 
% . 3f(ftT ar^Rtfor %rrr Rtrr % :— 


R? arfiT^ETT fspTRT 1-4-95 R 31-3-96 RRi <T 
amftj % f-rrr k i 

fc'R’fit : 1. RR^xF sfff (l) ‘W tffr RRff % fanr 

Rm; Riff sYrt i 

2 . rrsr fftt *p\iw fcdi Tirmr % fa r 

RRRlRR TJ RTfa RJlR % fan; RflfRlT 

refs/rettr fTAsn; (vjz) fSM% ttfa;- 
ffepFTR % RRSR rp/i-ff £ % TRKpq- % 
W( R^'fffTSTF (wi), TRCA7 RT 
tftff RfaffT ff RTRRff Tt, Ot 

ST-TfO’ RfflR % W if fan; 3f fff RR-<TR 
TT faff'IR *T SFRR ifTCTT % 1 

[r». 1 52 2/9^)*roTf efiTe^3(TpTo 1 7 

3S( i)(ii)/»o] 

4Ro fRff, TT tffWfi 
Calcutta, the 5th February, 1996 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1583,—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Ircome Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the Incomo Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain Separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return or its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 


(j) fareff RRffRIR TTfff % fart 3 PTR %TT 
RfeRTRfhrr I 

(ii) m BT'Tff tRifaF r^rstth RRtft ttjtt tt 
mp srrftr^ faRRff jfafa RT . fa 7 

5FRR Rtf % 31 Rf RT RfaA, TT 
ff 'sfreilfh-T RRRRIR faRVR, "Sfaftfifa ff" 
RT RftrVfT fa?, fff fofaV-1 10016 T1 
qfaffr, xV 


(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October oach year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy o 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (ly of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act. 1961. 


(iii) R? ifafa RR % 31 rrrrr rrt fasrr- 

RrftRi RRTT RfrT (nr) aiRffTf 

(m), (t?r) RRrfffRi ffRr 

sfWTfffT 3EJRRET 3ftt; (ff) TETTT 

srrSjTf/TR'fT R?nfR|tffT (®t) ^RT- 

f'TTT T R TT f)R5R WT % aftr 3nRffrf 

RfaiRRR, 1961 at mcr -35( 1 ) jr ft fff 
fTRR ftfiHT RRT RRfijR % RfR R R?aT- 
Tft%R 3TTR-5RR %RTR Tt fft 5RRR tfnhjT | 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

National Academy of Science. 

5, T.ajpat Rai Road, New Katra, 

AllHhabnd-211002. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1 - 4-01 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes.—(l) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised ns associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com- 
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missioncr of Income-tax,'Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over ihe orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies Of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department Of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1522IF. No. DG-TT(E) UP-17/35C1)(ii)[90-lT(E)I 

R. SINGH, Dy, Director 

TTRTTRT, 6 Tfrekt, 19 f )6 
RTRRT 

Wosrre . 1584.— 1 R^RfRITR tfff rrFf^fTT ^fRR 
fto rfr | fa fkTRfkfkR liw kt, rtrtt srftr- 
fRRR, i96i truer 35 ’kt rrrirt ( 1) % tarro 

(ii) % faR rtrtt kffff % faffR 6 % anfk faf|R 
mtokt stitt fjpRfafkr $rkf it “w?RrR” % r*tr 
T BTvfrr RRRifaR faffr rrt t 

(i) RRl'R ar-jRRfR TiRf T farr afRR %RTT 

sto^Ri i 

(ii) r? rfr ksnffa rttret Rktff ttr! tt 

rr=p qrfqr fjr^ror faktR ar % fair 

sffifa % 3i r# ar RfkA, tffiffa r 
RTR tfRC rarria faRiR, '‘jfartfifat rar” 
r R^k# ,^r, f*«fr-i 10016 tffr 
RW, Ak 

(Hi) Rf skfa wr % 3i aif^nt at Shjt- 
qftftScT RrfiTJfar Tit irffr (t) atatt 
AjTffACTT (^l), (»ir) Afa* AJlifAT ART 
AWfRT AARAT faRIA, ark (A) ATRTT 
R?rrfTTw-F (wz) f jTr% sfsnf start Jr rtf 
rrea wi I ark rirtt arErfrur, 1961 
aft art 35(l) R At fkTR faAT ART 
.Rsrffffr % ark R RRri^rftfaA amr- 
sra fjprrsr v) tft Tkrr 1 

ra$r at air 

ARpRA aW RITA 'OTRW, 

kr/m, Rift -d a fkrAarT 

jfr<t AAr-201201. fa/T—ArfaArAfT 

tt| arfs^R-rr fRAfa 1-4-95 R 31-3-96 aa 
^r arafj % faR RRi^ft n 1 

: 1 . aarth aa ( 1 ) “ra” ktrr kflk % far 
atr Rrfr gbir 1 

2. Rasa Aft asha tor RPir HH anj- 
Ato kr arRfk Rfkr % faR smrRTT 
Rrtryfi/arriTiFT Tatar (wa) faA% krrr- 

fipFTT Jr RA5R A TOT $ % RTOTR A 
START R^rfktBTp (^), RAARTT Aft 


8, 199C/JAAISIHA 18, 1913 [Part II_Sec. 3(ii,)J 

ATr Rfto A ATARA aitjjflm 
RRftr R3 tR % RRR R fTcr 3riRRR-qR 
Tt toiR k arjfi rt-b-rt t 1 

[Rn 1 523/tTE°RcRoko/3lTc.^o (^a)/RoRto-1 3/ 

■3 5 ( l) (ii) 9o] 

3nT“ fR?, fk%STRFr 

Calcutta, the 6th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1584.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned belotv has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, 'for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (D of 
Sectiqn 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following condiions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate boohs of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) It wj[l fufnjsh the Annual Return or its scietlfic 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scieniflc anjd Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan', New Melirauli Jlbac), Ncy Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 

Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Dircctor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 

audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Chi jar Mai Modi Science Foundation, 

C/o. Modi Thrend Limited, 

Modinagar-20i 201, 

Dist. Ohaziabad. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes.—(1) Condition ( I ) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, t,o the Directin' General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation. Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1J23|F. No. DG-IT(E)/ UP-13/35( 1)(ii)|90-IT(E)j 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


TRRR T , 6'TTROrTT, 1996 

amkr 

TRo3Ro,1 58 5.—RkRTOTTR kt tTflRg-rTT ^fkrT 
fto ttrt t fa torfkfkr rr^r kt, rtrrt arfR, 
tor, 1961 RTTT 35 Tft RRRTG (l) % ^ 

( 2 ) $ fkn[ rirtt tor tor e # anfk fafar 
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vrrer tuffs : ^ s, 1990 /^ 18 , 1 a 1 s 


[qrq II—tj 3(ii)] 

qifaiqft am - fqFqrvrfsrq surf '-h '' pT’r’Tr^r»r i^t-v ^ 

qqjy -c snfrq srqqtfqq farqr qqr f;:—■ 

’>3 

(i) qqqq ar^qqrq qrpvf % faw qqq fa^'i 

qfqqrTqrqr ; 

(ii) w f 3 rq% qqifqqr qqqqrq qfatfr qrrqf qq 
n;qr mfH^r fqqTq qfaqr f^Fft-T m % faro; 

qrq'qr % 31 q£ qqr qfqq, qqflfqqr 
q aftTrrfq^ 3T^qjR fqqfq,' ‘aWrfwt qqq'’, 
fj- fafvfaft nr, qf fq?Fft- n 0 01 « tt 
wrr; aftr 

(iii) m q^qr q^ % 31 qqaqr q*r srarr- 
qftffprq qrfarqr fagT m qfq (qr) qrqqrT 
qfrfa^siqr (as), ('q) qfqq qjrifqr qqr 
arfanfaifr qqqmq faqriq, aftr (q) steept 

■qm,fT;/3TrqqR qjftfqqsiqr (®Z) faiTT fflq> 

ftrqrrF ir qqr qqaq qqqr I am; arrqqrr 
aif fjfqqq, 19111 *1 arm 35(1) if *1 qf 
f^q^ fffl qqr qqfsrq qr qrr q qqr- 
Tfafarq arrq-sqq f^qrq qrt qr q*$q qfaqr 1 

qq?jq mr qrq 

qT 7 j qq qqiqfqff 3195 trqlqqqv: Ifaf SqqfarMf Tf o 

aftO qpTTqq 'fcrptTC -2 24229 

q? qfiEjqqT fqqfa: 1-4-94 q 31-3-96 qqr qfa 
srqfff % fqo; srqiqt t i 

fjRTfl: 1 . TTtfar qq (l) “qq” %r qqq % fqrr 

qrq q?/r am i 

2. qqsq qrf qiliq furr qrqr % f«tr q 
aEjqfaq qfa tqqfq q«fq % fq<T anqqrr 
qffljq/arrqm fqifarqr (®r) farq% afarr- 
fq^TT if qqqq qyqr f, % qrsqq q 
arrq^T hsJifqqsTqr (riT), ^'’I'-huf qfa 
qtq afqqf q sqqqq qr¥, STqqfaq 5jft 
qqfq qzifa % qqq if fqq qr^qq-T-q 
faqriq ft qrgq qrqr fr i 
[f'S 1 524/nq)-qoqofqo/3rroq7o (^)/^ff°-7^ 

35 (l)(ii)/ 89 ] 
4(i» fq?, gq fqiqqr 

Calcutta, the 6 th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1585.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section ( 1 ) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 196J under the categoiy 
“University” subject to the following conditions :— 

Ci) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(i'l It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 

1292 GI|96—2 


Scientific and Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawnn’, New Mehrauli Rond, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department ot 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax,'Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sab-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Nnrendra Deva University of 
Agriculture and Technology, 

P.O. Kumarganj, 

F a izabad-224229. 

Ibis Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-94 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes—(1) Condition ()) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of 
(he approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation. Six copies of the application for exten¬ 
sion of approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1524|F. No. DG-TT(E)/UP-7/35(l)(ii)|89-IT(E)] 

R. SINGH, Dy, Director 

qrqwr, 1996 

-qPTfU 

qroan-o. 1586.—qtqTqirq w\ 
fw xrqr % far fqrqfqf(jq qqST Tt, ’TTTTT srftj- 
fqzpT, 1961 ^ EfiTT 3 5 ^ 3WITT (l) % 

(ii) % faro; :qp-TTT fqqq % fqqq 6 % aqftq f%q 
snfeWRt SiTT fqrqfqfigq urqf qr "qq” q qqq 
% 5 ufaq qqqtfaq farrr qqr I :— 

(i) qqsq qqqqrq qqqf % ffar 3fqq 

qf^TT U 3 TT I 

(ii) q? am %ifqqr qfasft qrrqf (qr 

tfafr qTfaqr fqXFq S?qqr fqqtT q f 4 % fqrr 

q?q^ qtf% 3 iqf qqr qfqq„ qrnfaqr q 
sft^ftfqqr qqqqiq fqqrq, “q^frfqq^ qqq”, 
ej; Jr^tvfa vte, qf 10016 

#qqr, sfiF 

(iii) q? q#F q4 % 31 ^ ^ T . 

tprlfarq qrnrT qqrr qrr qfq (^r) anqqrr 
qqifqqqqr (®r), (qr) qfqq %ifqqr qqr 
;faalfqr sfaFfariq f«rmq, affa (q) qrqqrr 
q^Tfafaqqr (pjz) fqq% faifw; Jr qqr 
qq$q qsqT | srk qmq arfqfqqq, 19 g 1 
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qff STITT 35(l) if tfT g£ ffgt f+'JTT gfT 
ggftTO W2T % JTrt if TOTO-TOTfffg TOT- 
aw %grg gt srcgg g*gr 1 

TPT2TT TO TPT 

gt£r ^terr gggrofg ffg=# gg'Tfgggg, w: 23, 

Trggro grfggrgrg-201002 (g otfto) 

*f? arfgg^RT forig 1-4-9 5 if 31-3-9 G TT 

«fff aprfsr % fgrr gvngt | 1 

fz'T’ft; 1. topto tot (1) “g«r” %t ggg % far 
apt gfr grgi 1 

2. grog to gtrrg fggr tott k fg g gg- 

»,J o 

giro ggfa to % fgg srraro 
TOgw/aggTO fg^gg (er) fagg tgro- 
fergro if ggsg to t g Trsgg ir 
totor g^rfggwg (zr), ggron TO 
gTg gfwr ir grlgr g^ gggfgg 
ygftr ggrg % ggg if fgf agggg-gg 
gf fggig gt rfjt grgr | 1 

[g° i 52 5/gT°^ 0, Tofgo/agogro (^)/«f° , ft<>-io/ 

3 5 ( 1) (ii) 90, 3TTo^o(^z)] 

grro fg& gg fgawg 

Calcutta, the 6th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1586.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tux 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (I) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

lii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehvauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of fncome 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (cl Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax/Director of Income lax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
income Tax Act, 1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Northern India Textile 
Research Association, 

Sector 23, Raj Nagar, 

Ghaziabad-201002, U.P. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-1 95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes—(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 


(2) G, c organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of 
the approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Tncome-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation. Six copies of the application for exten¬ 
sion of approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1525 / F. No. DO-IT( B) /UP-10/35(1) (ii).90|1T(E) ] 

R, SINGH, Dy. Director 

gggroi, 9 grgff 1996 

giggr 

gr. to 1 587.—g%rgngr to rtrith gfgg frig 
grgr I fg fgjgfg%g ggsg g'r, tottt gfgfggg, 
1961 qft aror 35 gT TOTOR ( 1 ) g gay (ii)g 
fgn; grgf~r fggg % fggg e % geftg fgfeg srfg- 
grft arn fgrofgfigg ggf to'' grogg” % ggf g 
gtfrg ggrolrg frog tot t:— 

( 1 ) gggg gggggr grgf g fro uprg ggr 

gfrot it ; 

(2) TO tmFgg TOtfr gwf gr irg 

grfgg fgro;g sr?gg fgrftg gg g fgrr grog gg g 
31 gf gg gf ; gg, fmfgg g totoFtot totto-tr 
fgggg, “gWroft ggg" ^ TO-V-ft tYt, gf fg^fr- 

110016 TOT VTTOTT, 3fR 

(3) g? toto g 31 ggp-T gg tott- 

TOTfrn Trigg TOro g?t gfg (t) grggrT g^rfggFtgr 
{^z), (n) grgg, ggrigi: ggr g^rggr gg- 

ggrg fggrg g'R (g) grggrr grggg, grggrr 
fgggg (wz) fggg ?TgrfgTn: g igg ggzg wgr | 
gV gnr tot gfgfggg, 1 9 g 1 gm 35(1) ir fr 
gt frg^ fw ggi ggRrg w % g r g g'gr TOVf?tTg 
wig-jgg fggrg TO vflr gR[g gr?gf I 

ggsg to gig 

g^ijrpig gtgr^f grr gfggr , g.jgr 

gr, afT. ggif girgrfgrn , 

Nrogig -7 (t. 'ft. ) 

gg gfg^ggr fggtg 1-4-95 g 31-3-96 gf to 
ggfg g fgg g'drot I 1 

fzrofr: 1 (0 "tot” tot ggg g fgg 

grg g^f g^gT 1 

2 . itg^g gt ^grg f^r gngr % fg g 

SFjglg-g gfy g figrr igrggT giggp 

TOTTO fggitig (wz) sggrfaTOr 

g ggsg TOTO $ % giigg g gfggg 
ggrfgggg (^z), to=totot gv Hfg 
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[PET II—tS* 3 ( 11 )] 

srftpff Jr hrse ^f, sre^e ^ *Rfa 

Effa % HEE E fffH 

frETE ff?r ster ^vflrr k 1 

(fa. 1526 /^.fa. e. fa,Hr. 5 *'. (^z)j 
^cfY- 13/3 5 ( 1 ) (ii )/90 breo^r (be)] 

WVT fa?, EH fadEff 

Calcutta, the 9th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 


Eifaffrfr grrr faRfafard uraf <r "erith” 
h fafa % mffa w^tftfer fanr eht | :— 

(i) faffSH H-jfaER *fffaf w, fanr %s;^ fagr 

dfpT OT; 

(ii) h? nfa #Hrfaff h-tehr fafatft ?ffrfaf 
9T ET Hrffaff fadFE JTf^-ap fafffa EH ff fad Sffaff 
^ % 31 ter Hff HfaR, T3TTFTT H fatfatfaff SR- 
fatTR faHTE, ‘‘fafaHTfafa Wr" R EeRtfaf rfa, fff 

faefat-110016 m hhei, aftr 


S.O, 1587.—It is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Institution” subject to the following conditions :—- 

(.i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

liij It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, 'Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mchrauli Road, Hew Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tux/Direcfor of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, u copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Nutrition Society of India, 

National Institute of Nutrition, 

P.O. lamai Osmania, 

Hyderabad-7 (A.P.) 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes—(1) Conditioti (1) above will not apply lo organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of 
the approval, lo the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com- 
mfoioner of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over (he organi- 
saiion, Six copies of the application for exten¬ 
sion of approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1526/F. No. DC.-IT(E)/AP-13/35(1)(ii)|90-lT(E) J 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

HWERTr, 9 HRO, 1996 
HRET 

HT. SIT, 1588:—TOOT HT faRSRT 

wffro fanr -srrar t % faRfafanr faESH eh, ether 

HfafaHE, 1961 E?t OTH 3 5 9ft EEORT ( 1) ET 
(ii) ff fro ETHER fadE ff faHE 6 sp HER fa%T 


(iii) h? hret eh ff 31 he^sr hht fa^rr 
TflfSTcF HTffafi HHT E?T 3TfrT (ff ) ETHER HiJlfaHETH) 
( v?), (ht) =9 PR HHifaff Rrr afiaftPTffr HfaiiR 
faffTE SIR (ff) HRER HR EH / HRffT Ef l fa tg Pff 
(br) ffaHff tfETfaffR ii EHH HE5H HfaT f affa 
HRHR nfafaHE, 196 1 fa HR! 35(l) fa fa fff 
fRHH fERT ffqr faHfsf'T ER 47 HR fa REIT Hfafad 

HR ®R fHER fa far 5JWH HR1T I 

' 

EE5H EH dm 

EE fERTH H^fTHeE EEHfarfa 
ifEEHER ERT (far. faff. fa. fa. fa..) 
'ft. 3 ft. EiHHHTE, f RHHTE- 5 0 0 2 5 8 
H? tffagW fEEtff 1 - R 9 5 R 31 - 3-96 dffi 
ffft ?T5rfy iff fvPT 5 f 3 TT^t & I 

faOTfT :— 1 (l)"TO” 3 TR 1 RdH % faq 

stffT 1 

2. EffST TT TiTTff fTfiT dETT t fT T fTTRIRT 
fftt m\H dfTff iff fHE STRipT HRffff/ 
HTTffE fffdTTff ('SZ) f3R% TOlfa-ffK 
ft EffSd TfiTT | ff RrtRR R WTtTffT 
EfTfadOT (Wf), THff'dT fft fftd RftRt 
E ERdE VX, EffEttR fft EEfE EfR 
% ETE Jf fffE ElEffERd fft fEEPf fft 
ERIE ^RET | I 

[E. 1 527 (E'ff.tf . E . fE/Er. V ./^T/ 

e .'fr.-i 2 / 35 (ii) 90 srro^o (be)] 
HR. fa?, EE fatiffff 

Calcutta, the 9th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1588.—It is hereby notified for general Information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved by 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
‘Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities ; 

(iij It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year * 
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(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department o r 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accoimts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Non-Ferrous Materials Technology 
Development Centre (NFTDC), 

P.O. Kanchanbagh, 

Hyderabad-500258. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of 
the approval, to the Director General of Inoome 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com- 
mi'sioner of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the organi¬ 
sation. Six copies of the application for exten¬ 
sion of approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 15271F. No. DG-IT(E)/AP-12/35(l)(ii)|90-lT(E)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TFFFFT 9 TETfr, 1996 
R'lhTT 

' TT. FT. 1 589—F^FraKF Tf rrqFSTTT 5jfqq 

fThT qTFT I fo FFiq Tit, trrq-TT TTfftT- 

fqqq, 1961 tft EITTT 35 Tf FqFTTT (l) T ’F'TF 
(ii) T ftrer FIFTT fqqq T fqqF 6 T srsftT 
fqf^q TifuTT^r jttt fqjqfFftqq Ficff to 
% R’TT % 3TSfta TTqqTfqF fTOTT TOT & :— 

(i) FF$q FFFFTF qqzff T fFF TOTF FUr 
qf$qt i 

(ii) q? fit q?nfFT Ftfsft toft 

TT FT TTfTT fqqTtl TOFT fqfftq FT T f?(F TOFT 

^ ¥ 31 Ft FT Ffqq, I'JrrfTT q FTsftfFT FF- 

FTTR fq'FTF "TRTrftTTt FTOl” f£ 

f%TF?fY -110016 F^FT; arV 

(iii) q^ qfqqr qq % 31 ft fft 

qftfiiiq qifqqi <f*jt qft fTf (t) fiftt F^rfFqqT 

(^t), (^) Ffqq, tsrrfqT fft sfNrtfFT 

fqqrq q'tT (q) snwr fi^tf fiftt FiFfq^FT 
(^s) fqTT tffqrfqqnr it fff ftof toft | afk 
qTqrr FFafqqF, i e g i aror 35 ( 1 ) it q< 

frqq fpqr qqr ffIft % qrt it toft qtffqq 

srrq-^qq f?Frq Tt **fV toff TOtt i 


qq^qtPTqw 

ft fif Fit TCdEfTO wit iff?- 

Ffqq TTqtqtfqvftqrq 5151-34 

FTFETT ft. (e. 'ft.) 

q? Ffa^FFT fFFIT 1-4-9 5 if 31-3-96 FT TT 
FFfa T fFT FFEft & I 

f^rofE-i fto^f ^ (1) “Fq” fft fff % faq 
ftf qqr fett i 

2. FF 3 F Tt F^TTF fqqvqETT % far q srqqfaq 
ft mfu q^TF % fro ftftt ftoff 
FTOTT fq^FT (wz) fafF^ sjfFtfFTTO 
it ftof toft t % qtEqq it SUFT 7 " 

q^TfF^TT (^iF), TFTOFI TT ffTF 

Srfqqf it FlFTF TT, F^FtFF TV qqftr 
q^TF T FFh it fTF FTqrq qq Ft 
fqqrq Tt TTqr t 1 

[F . 1 528/nqi.F.q.fq.FT.T. (T£F) jn tft- 5 / 3 5/( 1) (ii) 8 9] 

qrqo Tf^, ft fq^FT 

Calcutta, tfic 9th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1589.—It is hereby notified for general information that 
the organisation mentioned below has been approved by the 
Prescribed Authority undci Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, 
for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 
of (he Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category “University” 
subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

t'i) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts und also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of its 
research activities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Sri Satya Sai Institute of Higher Learning! Prasunthinil- 
ayam-515 13-1, Anantapur Dt. (A.P.). " 

This Notification is ellt-clivo for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3 96. 

Note,! ; (I) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcuttu through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over te organisation. 
■Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Stcretary. 
Department of. Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1528[F. No. DG-TT(E)|AP-5/35(l)(ii) '89/IT(E) 1 

R. SINGH, Dy, Director 
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[unit IT—uf? 3 (ii)] nrawTBW:^8 

qvf qTf TT 9 qTqftt, 1996 

sqqqi' 

qr. qt. 1590 —TTqraKq qlr qqqsnr gfqq 
fjpq-r ^rn=rr ft far fqpqfarfarq qqsq qft, qrw qfa- 
fqqrT 1961 >jr»T 6 5 : bt ?Wf (l) % 

(ii) % fan* qrqqf fqq-n % fqqq 9 % q-rftq fqfqq 
qTfsrqFY upt fqjqfatfaq qqi T r “q^qiq ” ^ 
qqq % qsffar qqq'tfeq Mr qvr ft :— 

(i) qqsq qqrrdrrq qqff % farq qqq qqr 

qfeqf "^qr i 

(ii) q? srqq qsrrfqrr qqqtJiq qqqr qr 4 t 
qq rrq, qrfqq fqq^T sNfar fqniT qq q far? qeqq 
w f 31 q£ qfarq, q?nfqq* q qfaftfanFqq- 
q«FT fqqr-T, JmqftqtfT qqq, ?q qqfbft Vfcr, qf fa=*ft 
110016 q'r qtqT; affa 

(iii) q? sew qq ' 4 t 31 w 

qrtf^Tr qrfqq qiqr # srfq: (q) trrwc Rftfqsqq 
(wj), (if) qfarq qjftfqq: qqr qfartfqq qqqarq 
fqqrq affa (q) sqqqq srrqw mw?: qqrfafaqq 
(Sjq) fw% 6 Tqrftrqr T q qqq qq^q q?qi ft artr 
?rrqqv; qfafqqq, i 9 6 i qft stpt 35(1) q qf 
farrq fqrarr qqi qqfaq qq q qfa- q qnr tr^farq 
Wq- 3 qq fftqtq T> '41 q^q T^RT I 

qqisq qq qrq fqqrqq t^tiz^z wq nfqqq qrf^r 

'fqrnTCT tswq 500482 q ft ?fevt 1 

q? qfq^qqT fqqfar 1-4-95 ft 31-3-96 cPR U?V 
qqfa % fqq qqrft'r ft 1 

fqcqufr :—1 qq^qq uti (1) “qq” *faq % 

fqq qnr ?m 1 

2. qqqq fit qprq fwr ^rrqi ft far ft 
qqqfcq qft qqftr q^rq % fanr qrqqq 

o * * 

qrqw qmfn; fqfoiq (yz) farqftr 
mrfimT q qqjq qq ft % qrtqq q 
qiqfTT qflfqqqq (^q), qq^TT fit 
q>q qfqqf q qrqqq qqqftqq # 
qqfq qsrq % qq'sr q fqq qrftqq qw 
fqqrq fq sr^q <prqr ft 1 
[q. 1529/q'qq. q. fq. jm.wi.iwz) /q. fi.-s/os 

(i)(ii)/89] 

qrq fq? qq, fq^wqr 

Calcutta, the 9th hebrumy, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1590.—It is hereby notified for general informal ion tlial 
tile organisation mentioned below has been approved by the 
Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, 
for ihe purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 


996/^5 18 , 1918 


of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category "Institution” 
subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 'Technology Bhawan’ 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
ilnancial year by 31st May of each year; 

tin) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax i> xcmplions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and ( c ) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Ttix/Director of Income Tax 
^Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the or£anisa- 
tion, hv the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income it Expenditure Account in respect of its 
research activities for which exemption was .granted 
under sub-section fl) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Nia7m\s Institute of Medical Sciences Panjafiutta, Hydera¬ 
bad-500 462 A. P. India. 

This Notification is oflcctivc for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (l) Condition (.1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised ns associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Eicome Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax; (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1529/F. No. DG-mE)/AP-8/35(l)lii)]89-IT(E)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Secy. 

qtqqqqr, 13 qiTqff 1996 

qqrqq 

qq. qr. i59i.-qftqram qq qq^am gfqq 
faqr qrqr ft far fqrqfarforq qireq tt qrqqq qftr- 
fqqq, 1 9 g 1 # qirr 35 tfr mura ( 1 ) % tjar 
(iii) % fqq qqEfn; fqqq ft; tqqq 6 % wffq 
fqf?q irrfqTTfr fqrqfarfeq qq'f tt '‘qrqrq” 

% qqq t qtfrq qqqfttqq f%qr qqr ft ;— 

(i) qq$q qqqqrq qrrqf % fq? ^-q- r 

qf?qt wn 1 

(ii) q? qq-q ftqrfqrp qtjqqpr qqtfr tpwf 

^q TTfw fqqrq qc^qr fqffiq qq q fqtT qrq 1 ^- 

31 qt TtfT qfarq, qqrfqtp q qft^rrtqq: tqq- 
q«nq fqqiq qRqtfq^ wm, -q qqrtsfl rnr, qf 
fap'fr ~iiooi6 vr't r 4qqr qtr 

(iii) q? qq q- 31 qqjqq qq qtqi 

qClftiiq qrfqq q , aT qr qfq (q) fffqq? q^rfq^urq 

( ^-) ■ (^) qfqq tqrfqq qqr sftqrfqq qqqarq 
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faTR, Tfa (ff) trtt 

(^s) fTff% warfirern; it t*it TffSd <t?ot % sftr 
OTOTfT Tfafaffff, 1961 Tt OTTT 35( l) if fft ff£ 
Tott fspqr Tfjrr Tfafar % art it TOT-qrttfaT 
OTff-RT fijOTT tt tft otott ^far i 

TffJT TT OTT : fl ?TW TFT faTT FR 

njfrR (Tf£. 'll. S(To T^o), 81 , 
WT fsnjIT, fOT?fi - 1 1 00 5 1. 

JT^ TftP3OTTT fTOTfif 1-4-9 5 AT 31-3-96 OTP aft 

snrfa % fart OTfffat % I 

f^cqtrfl- ; _i trot t# (i) “ott” 3ot TOTf % fart 
TR aft f[tOT I 

2. Tasa sfiT^sraftOT Trait fat ottptt 
w'\ sr^ftr dSlt % faff TRffR trot/ 
sra^a fataa (^r) fra% tfcrrf*rcnT 
it TffSa ffOTTT & % OT*RT it TROT 
TT^rrataffl (OT), OTTOTar Tt tR 
srfati it TROT OT, TT'T’TR'T OTt Tfffa 
s^R % TOTT ir far TROT-OT OTt 

fdOTa OTt TT^d OTOT t I 

[t, 1 530 /o/fi t. a .fa/TTOT (tsh ) /n.atft-io/ 

35 ( l) (iil) / 89] 

tr> fir?, aa faturT 


Calcutta, the 13th February, 19% 

INCOME TAX i 

S.O. 1591._It is hereby notified for general information that 

the organisation mentioned below has been approved by the 
Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, 
for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (U of section 35 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category "Institution’ 
subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology Bhawan’ 
New Mebiauli Read, Now Delhi-110016 for eveiy 
financial year hy 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Genetal of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(.Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of its 
research activities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

The Institute of 1’eace Research and Action tlPRA). 
til, Gagan Yihar, Delhi-110 051. 


This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tm./Director of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jurisdiction over the organisation. 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1530/F. No, DG-IT(E)/ND-10/35(1 )(iii)189-IT(E)j 

R. SINGH, Dy, Director 

OTdOTOT, 13 OTOTft, 199 6 

trot 

ot. tt. 1 5 92.—ataTOTTT Ttaaajm ^fra 

fadf TTOT t fa fa^Tfafaff TOTa fffr, TROT Rip- 
ffidff, 1961 3>t OTTT 3 5 «ffV HTKTRT (l) tjtra 1 
(ii) OT fair TROT TfffffJT 6 % Ttffa fafjjd 

srrfar^rnrr otot faOTfrfaa ^7 ar "^OTa” % 
OTR % TtfR OTjttftd fafiT aOT t :— 

(i) aasa T^aarra otrT % far aaa tot 
aftar i 

(ii) TOT tSTlfdOT OTJTOTa dtsft OTltf 
OTT TOT aifdOT ftdTT TROT faffR TT % fair' OTOTOT 
TT % 31 fff aOT Tfad, tartar a 3ftsftfar Tff- 
tOTR faffTff, ttdttfifat TOT R tp-rfffy % | rpf 
farfr-110 016 TT TTffl, TTT 

(iii) % 31 ffffi TOT 

T^rfiTT TTfaffi TTT fffff (fit) TRTfiTT RflffiTTO 

(®?)> (’J) fyrrfffT tot TTTtfffT 

fffOTff, 3TTT (ff) TROT" 

('QZ) fatfa SffTriWTT if TOTT Tff3T ffTTT % affT 
OTOTTT TfafffTT, 1961 TT OTTT 3 5 ( 1) if iff fit 
faffT TOT TffftTff % TTt if TOT ffftfad 
Trff-Rff fffTR Tt OT JT^d OTTr I 

Tff^T OT TTT : TRT fffr XffR TR fTffa 

fT^sfirffdUld Tnr tfr ^?2Tvfr ffafaR 
fdtTRR TOT, f^TgUOTHK, 

SOTTTR — 500660. 

Tfu^TOT fOTTTfii 1-4-9 5 T 3 1-3-96 OTff ffff 
Tdfa % frrr STTfff7 | I 

ftapuft i Tffijsfd Tct ( 1) '‘Td” TOT TfOTT % 
faff TTff d|r 5RT I 

2. TffSff TT gSTrff fdfff TfOT ^ fa $ 
TffRRT Sft TffftT TTTff % fTn TRTT 



[wr II—tsfo 3(H)] wtt'p rwit:^8, 


W faiw (to) faffff 

ffffrfaffffT *t ff'SffT % % fficffff ff 

m^ T jr^rPrwif (to), ft 

fffa ufafflr ff sn^nr ft, sr^ffw ft 
Sfarfa ffftff % fate ff faff wits-T ff?T 

ft fa TT'T ft SETff TOffT ft I 

[ffSXTT 15 31 / ffT ff. ff. fa 
rr. *ft, — 1 4 / 35 (l) (ii) / 9 l] 

WTTo fa?, TO faftT 

Calcutta, tlie 13th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1592.—U is hereby notified for general information that 
the organisation mentioned below lias been approved by the 
Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, 
for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-scction (1) of section 35 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category “Institution’ 
subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(lit It will furnish the Annual Return o'f its scientific 
research activities to the Secytarv. Department o'f 
Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology lthawan’ 
New Melirauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(in) It will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions}, (h) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (cj Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, bv the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and 1 also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of its 
research activities for which exemption was £ranted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Thakur Hari Prasad Institute of Research and Rehabili¬ 
tation for the Mentally Handicapped Vivekanamhr 
Nagnr, DilsiAhnagar, Hyderabad-500 660. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-9-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notts ; (1) Condition (!) above will not applv to organisations 
categorised as associations. 

(I) The or&imi&ation is advised to a"£lv in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
: npioval. to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the Commissioner 
oi Income-mx/Director of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions). having jurisdiction over the organisation 
Six conies of the application for extension o f 
approval should be sent directly to the Stcrctnry, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1531 /F. No. DG-IT(E)/AP-14/35(1)(ii_lj.91 -IT(E> j 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TTOTI, 1 3 'FTOft, 1 99(3 

tt.tt. 1593. —ft ifffar faffT 
'AficTf ft fa Pi J-uPiPstri Orffs'! ft, itfdffiT nTsrPrffR', 
i 961 ft ffrer 35 ^ TOaTD (i) % mz (ii) ff 
faff HTWC faffff ff (faff 6 % fffffa fafft 


1998/falS X S, 1918 1927 

TTfipfiKT ift ^dWirTPo ft? T r "ffTOTff” ff 
ftTff iPJd'rraT fa^ ^ o I 

(1) ffffTO ^ruff^ET Tfffff ff faff 
ftft T<tffT I 

( 2 ) H? ffft tftffat? SffjffETEr ffdEft Tift TT 

tjjf? ftftp sfafa farffa ft ff faff ftff 

fftf % 31 fff to ftft, ffsnfaff ff arWffT 
faffPf, ftwlfafft ffffft 7 ^ r ' 

ft fafaf-l10016 fft ft 

( 3 ) ff? Jpffff ft ff 31 'TOgTO TO TOT- 
TftfticT ftro swr 5ft faff (ff) *rnm 

(pTj), (tar) ftft, ffsnfaff TOT ftsfftffff HfttTTM 

fenirff, tV (ff) totto ’TOfffiftrTOT Eftfiffro (^ z) 
faftr sfaTfaffp- ff tot | ft 

■iirTfiTC ftfaTO, 1961 ff ffDi 35 ( 1 ) ff ft fft 

frff-T fapfff ffffr ffTPlT ^3 % -'TT> ff T-ffT-'Tftf'lTfT 

■qXff-nffff flFiTff ff! '-ft fffflcT T^ffT I 
ffffSff ffff ffTff 

ffiffff^r TilftETST TlT *i'Piffrt Jiff QW ITT 

) ‘TTiTIffTl” ffftC fflffiff ^fr 
TFT.ft.ft. Tk ftf. tJ'H'T - 41 1029, 

ff? 'qpFJTdl kniTI 5“ 4~ 9 5 ff 31-3-97 riff' 
ftffffftr % faff nviiffr 1 1 

fftqoft: 1 , ( 1 ) ' n 4 ''%r ftftt % far 

TTff ffft ftffT I 

( 2 ) ffff^ff ft EaTff kfff ffiffT h far ff 
fffjfffffff ftfffffsr ffalff ff faff ffTffffTf 
ffrffffffj'm-TTt: fff^pF(^) farff ^tt- 
fffffrp- ff ffffi5“ tnciT % ff ffTkffff ff ffTffffff 
ff?rffffiT)iffr (TO), ffvWvfT fff eftff 
fffffdf ff ffiffffff ffi?, TOTffff ft fffffa 
ffxiff % fffti ff faff mffffff-rra ft faffEr 
ft ffPiff ffiffTr ft 1 

[ff, 1 5 32 jfafi.ff. Jf.f'T./ilTT. (Eff)/ffo- 

ftoIt/35( l) (ii)/90] 

ffTT. fa?, ffff ffw 

Calcutta, the 13th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1593.—It is hereby notified for general information that 
the organisation remtioned Iv'ow lias been approved by the 
Prescribed Authority und-i Rule 6 of the Income Tex Rules, 
for the micro-es of clause (ii) of sub-section (1} of section 35 
of the Income Tex Act, (951 under the category "Institution” 
subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 
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Cii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
lesearch activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, 'Technology Bhawan’ 
New Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year hv SJst May of each year 

(iii) Tt will submit to the fa) Director Geneial of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
i Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa- 
tio-n, by the 3Jst October each year, a, copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and! also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of its 
research activities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-fection tl) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

National Facility for Animal Tissue & Cell Culture 
(NFATCC) "Jopasana” Near Vanaz Fnca. Ltd, 
Paud Road. EotJinic), Pune-411 029. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 5-4-93 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes :(1) : Condition (i) above will not appl; to orunliba¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicate 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income tax /Director of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), having jutisdiction over the organisahon 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1532/E. Nc. DG-ITfE)/M-186/35U)(ii)|96-lT(T-.?] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

T-WTr, 1 5 1996 

*lld4N 

TT. 5TT. 1 5 9 4--T?TTTTT'T T? EnT^TTT Tffar faTT 
^TToTT | fa fafffafafT fallT TTTTi' TfarfTTT, 

1961 T? TITT 35fi? TTtnTT (l) % ^ (ii) 

% fa? irw faTr ? fanr 6 ? sttIt frffT 

siTftnprd- ?ttt frtrfafarT wf tt "tt” % ft? 

% *rsrfa faffafar faff tot % :— 

( 1) FF5T 5EJFKITT TTTf ? fa? SHF 

Tf^rt Tt?rrr i 

( 2 ) FT FT? ?TTfTF FFWT'Ffaft TT?f TTT 
rr>p zrrfT'T f~TT T F Sfafa fTvftT T? % fa? 

TT % 31 Ft TT FfaT, ?FTfTTT fafafFT Y^FTTT 

fr-FTT, TMfafi? ftt t far, t£ farfr-110 01 6 
qfr ?trrr, afrr 

( 3 ) T£ TFT TT % 31 FT^TE TT FFTT- 

TfaffTT TlfTT faTT T? fa? (t) FTTTT FtfarTSTT 

(m), (*r) faTT, tsfrlfT ttt fafafTrr F^farrr 
fTTTT tfa (t) FTTF6 FrTTT/FTTTA F|rfa?urT 
( , sz) far? faiffar ? ttt farcr titt ? far 

FIFTY FffarTF, 1961 tt STITT 3 5(l) ? tt Ft 
fart faTT TTT T?f?T TST? TT? ? TTF-fafasTT 
FTT-STT ftfaTT tt tt TTTT ■ T?FT I 


FF5T Tf TTF 

farr^fa tp Fiefa, Jcft t^fft ?ffa<T, 

(sttt ?farr) fafaF FfarT FfafaTF, fafcfafa 

t'TT, KTTTTIT- 5 0 0 004, 


T5 F?EjHTr falTT 1-4-95? 31-3-96 TT 
tf TTfa % fa? FFlfa ? I 

famvt : 1- TIFTT FT (l) "ft” TTT far? t far 
TTT Tiff faTT I 


2- FT3T tt IJfTTT f?TT TTTT I fa T 
FHT>fT ttTTfa Tfa? % fa? TTW 5- 
FTr/fT/FIFT’' fTWF (®T) fan? fafa- 
faTlT ? FT-TT THT ? % FTrTT ? 

TTiTfT 7 TTrf'TfTT (rA), TTTTT tl 
tin Tfa?T TTifaf T>', TT? ITT tt 
T'-fuT TTl'i t TTT T fa? TT^^T-TT 
tl TTTTT ti TF3 T T'-'TT ? 1 

[?. 1 5 33/ n Ti. T . T.TT./TT.T . (®T; 

E'ft-i 1/ 35(i) (,ii)/90] 

T|T. fag, TT fr?TT 


Calcutta, the 15th February, 1996 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 1594.—It is hereby notified lor general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been ap¬ 
proved by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the 
Income Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category "Association” subject to the following 
conditions:— 

(ii) it w 11 furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
accounts for its research activities; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General of 
research activities to the Secretary. Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
BhawatT, New Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 

Inconi'* Tax (Exemptions'), (b) Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) 
Commissioner of Income Tax|Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), having jurisdicFon over the 
organisation, by the 31st October each year, a copy 
of its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income and fixpend ture Account in 
respect of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of section 
31 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 


Society for Health Allied. 

Research and Edilcation India, 

(Share India) Medt C'ti Centre, 

Sarovar Complex, Secretariat Road Hyderabad- 
500004. 



*rrar Tnmr: ^ o. is, lais 
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This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

NOTES : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organi¬ 
sations categorised ns associations. 

(2) The organisation advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Incomc-tax|Director of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions) ha'vrng jurisdiction over the organisation. 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1533|F. No. DG-IT(E) [APTI[35( l).(ii)|90-IT (E)] 

R, SINGH, Dy. Director 

tPTTtrr, 1990 

wrw 

TT. OT. 1 3 95 .-R-aWTtJTT'rr RRRgTTT feri 

vim | famffffNR rtor Tf, rtwt strfafffffff, 
1961 tfr wrr 35 tff RWtr (1) % w (ii) % 

faR sttrrn ftw % frrtnr e % wsfto fR%r 

STTfsmff 3TTT ffftRflTfaff Sffff <TT ‘ W % ^ % 

ftw rrt %- 

(i) rrsr stator fpff % faR wr w 
ffffffr r£rt 1 

(ii) Rf rrR srgRsrnr Rsftft w 

tTjp. rrffw fersFTTJT fWtff ffR % fat 

*pf % 31 r! im RfRR, ttiftw r 
snjmrr Wetr, "jff«rtPR?r RTfi,” Rfffvfj- tYs, 
Tfftpjfr-nooie tpf '^tRr, sfir 

(iii) Rj£ Mr-fj-ti % 3 i RTf^rr ret %tsr- 
qftftm RTMi %ET fffrl («p) RTRffR Rjftfffi'iRF 
(ra:), (tj) rInr &?nfFF ret afkfrfw rtjRrte 
ftrRFr afa (r) etreh ww/etret 

(®s) fsFT% # rer rrsr r?rt & afa 

mw EfafffRR, i96i tfV am 35 ( 1 ) # tfV Rf 
fimf ftfrorr ret R^finr ^ % ■ rt^ ^ %mr- c r^ , f1%Tcr 
rtr-srr %rr e?t «ff eerr e?rti 

RR3R er rtr 

WRTERffR ViTRiRJ fTRR #f£ #3: q'PTST RNR vff RUR 

r RfefvRRR (tr.gnT.^ff. rr.tt. *ft. nfro 

wrc.Eft.anf. Ete, mrrRt fR-SniT, m 
gTtrmr-soooos 

IT^ WftfRlRi' faRfE 1-4-95 R 31-3-96 RE 

e^reTr % ^ Rytm 1 1 

ftmff: 1 . rerer urcf ( 1 ) ‘W 3rt imf % 

1292 GI/96—3. 


( 2 ) rrrr e?t ^ftr ftprr rtrt | fo t 
spjRteR Rff RRftr rteI r M 
RTEER/RTRhT faRRE? (W?) !flRT-> 

fRRTE #' RR5R 'TI3T I % R7em R sttorr 
(w), frrRNn'. tfit rffT 
jrfmf r RitR yRiiftcR ^ff RRffer 
RfR % RRN R f%# wmf-TR tfr farmr 
tpf am rtrt 1 1 

[R. 1534/^.R. R.fR./RT.RC (^)/q.«ff.- 

18/35( l)(ii)/92] 

RTT. fR?j RRfRTO 
Calcutta, the 15th February, 1996 
INCOME-TAX 


S.O, 1595.—It Is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been ap¬ 
proved by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the 
Income Tax Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii> of tarn- 
section (1) of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books- of 
accounts for its research activities; 


(ii) It w'll furnish the Annual Return of It* scientific! 
research activities to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehfauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 


(i i) It will submit to the (a) Director General o( 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, I>P«t' 
ment of Scientific &. Industrial Research, and (c) 
Commissioner of Income TaxlQiiector of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the 
organisation, by the 31 st October each 1 year, a copy 
of its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income and Expenditure Account m 
respect of its research activities for which exemp- 
tion wfts granted under sub-section (1) of section 
nf Tnrnmrt Tax Act. 1961* 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 


International Advanced Research Centre p owder 

Metallurgy and New Materials ( ARC ',, I , nt< ’ r ’ 
national) ARC Project, RQ Rflgd. Balapur Village, 
rvisirtct Hvderabad-500005. 


This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

NOTES : (1) Condition (1) above- win pot apply to organi¬ 
sations categorised as associations. 

(•)) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in a'dvance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Tncome-taxlDirectbr of Income Tax (Exemp- 
i’ons) having jurisdiction over the organisation. 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should he sent directly to the Secretary 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1534|F. No. DG|rr(p)!A.P.-18l35(l)(ii)|92-IT(E)} 

R. StNGH, Dy. Director 
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4TRTRT, 15RRCI, 1996 

rwt 

■<pr.?rr.i 596.—'iwmw r sfaer fqR 

RcTT I fE frn^M”T-T TROT TROT TfalOTR, 
1961 ^ tJTKT 35 ^ W 5 (i) % RT? (in) 

3r Pt? tirot faw % Irr 6 % mfEr fatgr 
3 ITT faRfafafT wf TT ‘‘RRR’' % ^ 
% ’trd^T PfTTT OTTT fc:— 

(i) TROT RTWR «FRf % f?OT OTR POT 

pf^qt t^tt i 

(ii) q? «m tsnlRc w-jrfsTR *Rkfr qrwf tt 

trqr qri'rqr fafftq % fpT tt 

% 3 i w bEr, fyrrfOTF q pVrfw trtEjh fadR, 
"T)VTfq<t otr”, r Rmpr 7 X l^wl-110016 
*Pt ■Wr, afk 

(iii) rt srNt rt % 31 RCfT f cr? "i<ai- 

%RT qft Rfd (e) WEFT Tf^TfE^-R^r 
(wz), (w) Trf^r 4?rrfT'Tr tot .aftsitfOTF nrwaw 
f^TR, ett (*r) ototot Rirfqlw 

(wz) f»R% ^grrfsFPTT R pott *ptot Tam' ^ sflr 

HWOT RfaftiOTT, 1961 "ft STRT 35( 1) ^ (ft 

for# ftFrr-wrc wr % srr*: 3 %OT-qfrfeR 

str-kr %tr qfr qft trr qr^m 

ttueM ET -TR 

$OTT '+3 5 8(31, $W|T fqqitt, OT?%5RT 

0'S,' <1(1*^-400006 

qfmjROT fortr 1 - 2-96 ^r 31 - 3-98 ott 
*Ft SRfa % EOFf! 1 1 

feRtfft : 1. RpfR ^ ( l) ‘W 3faTTOTT % fp^ 
EF[ Tift elm I 

2. t-i'lOT TT 7JETR fRT RETT & ftn ■% 
snptET *Rfar qfiit % f?R qiwr 

'U 1 <pr I j*A f J * *1. T f-TURr ( we) ftRqr WTT- 
f9OT7 # TROT q^ETT t % OTRR P 
REFT R^TfRRTR (TSE), TRqTrlT Vt 
PR TtfTOT if qROT *3) SROTOT ET 
Rrftr eR ^ if foR eRet-et 

fEOR R RET EET 11 

SJ 

[TT. 1 535/ET1.TT. 1T.R.(R.E. (^3-)/ 

TRT— 1 8 7/ 3 5 ( 1) (lii) / 9 6] 

J RT. fir^, ET ffT'tST'ti 


Cakultn, the 15th February, 1996 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 1596.—It in hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been ap¬ 
proved by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the 
Income Tux Rules, for the purposes of clausei (iii) of sub¬ 
section (4) of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category “Institution" subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(1) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhaw'an’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 
and 

(iii) ft will submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) 
Commissioner of income Tax[Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the 
organisation, by the 31st October each year, a copy 
of its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income and Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Smnvaad Foundation. 

58|B, Krishna Nlwas, 

Walkeshwar Road, 

Bombay-400 006. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-2-96 
to 31-3-98. 1 

NOTES : O) Condition (1) above will not apply to organi¬ 
sations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well E advance for fiuther.cxtension of tho 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax]Director of , Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions) having jurisdiction over the organisation. 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1535|F. No, DG]TT(E)|M-187|35(1)(iii)l96-!T(E)j 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


qRqTvTr, 16 'ETRG, 1996 


STTTffiT 

qrr.sn. 15 9 7 —^rntwr R *jfsr?r Rtt 

stir fTRtvfPacr Rrsq qrt, weft >qfafTirJT, 

1961 qrl TPCT 35^RfRTI (l)%TSW(ii)% 

ftr3’ steer; fRHT % famr 6% RfEr tnfswifl 

jrt faRfafafr Rff qc “rt” % % RiEr 

Rj*frffc?r fRrr rit % >— 

(i) RT5?r qrprf % ^ rt^t 

srf^rr t’S’tt i 

(ii) IT? RR ^TT r RF Xfi^R TTRfi qTRfqrr 

the Rfaq; Rfirrq w PrffW *rf % fstf 
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[wh It—w 3(ii )3 

4 <f% 31 *rt 44? 4f44, #STf44? * sfteftfaR? 

!Pjm f44T4, "aWrPr^V 444" 4?rfafV fry, 
*ti Pro'll oo igt! #t4T,«rfa 

(iii) 4ff 4%f? 44 % 31 wtj4t ?rr ^raT^frafirr, 
4ifa4? %vj r 5(ft irfrr (4?) ?n44R 4fTf^in4?(®4), 
(*z) 4f44 4Jirf44? mr TmrfTf? st^h fWnr, 
wK ( 4 ) bwtr fat4% 

sfafftPETT 4 444 4444 TTcTT | 4R 4144R 

5rf4f444, 1961 4?t ART 35(l) 3 ft 4$ 

fwi-wirr 44f44 4R % 4R 4 4^-qfrftT4 irrw 

fa4i4 w\ ft 44£4 4R4T 1 

4434 4?T 4T4 

tfnsffaiT for*f <fcrft£tfr, tti wri, 

w$44I4t4-3 80009 

4 ? 4f*H£44T fa4fa? 1 - 4-94 % 31 - 3-95 44 ? 
*ft yprffcr % fatf rvikI $ 1 

ftwfcfV: 1 . < 34^44 *Ef ( 1 ) " 44 " 44i 444 % fat 

5Tr\ 4$f Sfar 1 

2 . 4454 4?i ^srnr fa4T t fa? 4 
444144 4 ft 44fa 4 ?t 4 % fat snw 
wrqmlmmx fatw (sr) fanfa? tor- 
fam f 4*i®r t ry?rr |%»rr**wlr«rt»m 
WrfttRy? (®4), ^wi «Pt 4fa 
4fatT t $4444 4t:, «Fj4fa4 tft 44f4 4fr4 
% 444 t fat 54444-44 'ft fwr ft 

5TRT?f 4?T4T t I 

[ 4 . 1536/^.f. 4.f4./*rr.4?. (se)/ 

./ft.— 27/35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 

m. fa?, farm 1 

Calcutta, tho 16th February, 1996 
INCOME-TAX 

$.0. 1597.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been ap¬ 
proved by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the 
Income Tax Rules, for the purposes of clans© (ii) of sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category “Association" subject to the following 
conditions :— 

0) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific! 
research activities to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawun’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
: for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 

and 

(hi) It will submit to tire (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Scientific & Industrial Research, and (c) 
Commissioner of Income Tax]Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the 


organisation, by the 31st October each year, a copy 
of its audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income and Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Physical Research Laboratory, Navarangpura, 
Ahmcdabad-3 80009, 

This Notification is effective for the period front 1-4-94 
to 31-3-85. 

NOTES : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organi¬ 
sations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is ndvisorl to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta throtmji the Commissioner 
of Income-taxIDirector of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions) having jurisdiction over the organisation. 
Six copies of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to tho Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1536]F. No. DG|IT(E)|CAL[G-27|3J(l)(ii)J 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

44T4T4r, 19TTT0, 1996 

srrtm: 

TT.tffr. 15 9 8.-~4<farUTC4 4?> trcl^RT fa?4T 

«44r | far faRifafatf 4454 tt, 54444 yrftrffm, 

i96i qft srro 35 sturt ( 1 ) % 5iwr(iii) 3? 
fa4 *444?T f444 % fwr 6 % 4«ffa faf?4 
RTfEWRt 3RT faRfafatf TJIcft <R "xfRTR” % 
444 % 44)4 WijRtfafT farefT ffffT I;— 

(i) (rff5ff sr^siRr Trfff % fT4 mv 
R3TffT I 

(ii) TTfrfffT WpfETR Trfff Tr 

UT TlfaT faTCff TrffT farfFT Tff % faff RWT 

Tf T 31 fff TT 4 wfaflfw SEHTOTT 

fa'ffTff, rftyftfffT 'ffTff, ^ Tfa, fft faRft-110016 

*Pt ^ffT, 5ffa 

(iii) 4? 4f44r % 3i 34? %arr- 

fffrfaR 4rfa4? Tar 4fr trfa ( 4 ?) ?rr44R 4^rfa4?r4? 
(®S), (w) ififaET 45TTfa4? T4T wWftfa? 

ffffTff, wtr ( 4 ) wr®r4R irr^Tfr/TTTfR tr^rfawf? 

(®5) fanfa? ^ <344 4434 t?4t | vftx. 

?ntT4?T 1961 T^ ETRl 35 ( 1) R- ■ 

fRRT fTffT-4?HT4 Ffffcl S3 % 4TT R vrafT-T^faffa" 
fWT4 4?> vfY Spf^f 4R4T I 

TffTff 4?l 4(4 

41tft 4*R q'T^SI <fa, ii^tl4441^3800 52; 
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TO wfffTjTOWT frolr 1 - 4-95 w 31 - 3 - 9 G tot 
TO.wwfti % firo srorwr 1 1 

fa^roft: i- tetto ’fra' ( 1 ) “ww" wet pi} % fror 

Hit w$r $TOt 1 

2- TO5W Tf TOTET fair wiwt | fr w 
tr^pfl^T tb wwfa toe * 1 *k fro? wtotoc 
WEpar/wEETO (^) f^% «ro- 

fSTTR W WTOW TOT I % WTWET W 
wetto; totIto stt ( qz ), ^tott TO 
rflro Tfrorr ^ etTOw TO, wtjTOto 
‘TO ?ElfW STjfTO % TOTO W fTOwTTOw- 
' TsT 'TO iTOT TO 5R^?T TOTOT ft I 
[TO 1 537/tT.TT. ir.%./m.T. (^)/ 
tot./TO- 5 / 35 ( 1 ) (iii)] 
WIT. 'ftr?, TOT f*l«t<il*ti 

Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1598.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, ‘Technology Bhawalx’, New Mch- 
rauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each 
year, and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industiral 
Research; and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax|Director of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
tj|he 3Xst October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts! and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of Its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. ■ 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Gandhi Labour Institute, Thaltej Road, 
Ahmedabad-3 80032. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes ;(1) 'Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 
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(2) The organisation is advised to apply'in 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax [Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approvul 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1537|F.No.DG|IT(E)|CALIG-5|35(l)(iii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TOEfTfTT, 19TTTOt, 19 96 

to. wr. 1599—wTrrraTTOr TO TOTOt froir 

wett | fr fTOwfiTOro tort af?r, wettt: wfaftTO, 
1961 TO HITT 35 (l)%®or(ii) % fTO[ 

weept brow %■ brow 6 % xttfiFT fafj^r wrftTroTO 
5 TTT fTOwfrr fcTO TO? TO "TOqTO” % TO 1 ? T WfTO 

wrprrfTO frocr tott | ;— 

(i) tout wTOaro toTO w fTO wa«t wot 

(ii) it?wto trotTOr wjTOrro tout toTO to 

TO? Tout fTOror TOTO fTOfEr TO % TOfa 
TO% 31 TO TOTwfTO, %rfTOF W TOTOfTO W’^TOeT 
TOwm, “sfof rfhTO wto” tTOTO fa?TO-i6 

TO ^TOrr, TOr 

(iii) TO TOfo TO % 31 W^TO TOT ^3T- 

TOtsfTO Tout TOar TO xrf?r (t) wetto wrofwTOTT 
(^r)> (ij) TOTO toit aft dibit; w^daro 

TOwet, sfir (n) rrrwt wr^TO/WEiTt w^rfuTOrT 
(^t) Pto% ■ srorfsTTOT w tto TOto w?wr | TOt; 
WUT r wfTO TOT, 1961 TO tEWT 35(l) W «ft TO 
frorr frorr we w4fTO ww % wTO w wto-uTOTOw 

WTW-WW fTOTrt TO TO TOtt 5CTOT 1 
■TTOW TO WET 

WFT TfTiT Mk TO3?TO, 4874 (TOTO TOTH:), 
TOFitft ftW, 24,«riTOfTOT, Wf fTOfr-1 10002 

-TO wfagwwr fwTO 1 - 4-95 w 31 - 3-99 ^ 
«fbwwRr t frol tottwV > 1 

f -japifi : 1 . TWTOT Wd'(l) ''toto' , toTt TOt ■% btu 
rTE[ wA ^Twt 

2 . totsw ipf wwrw (tot wrar t w^tto 
TO wwfa tnwro: wpjto/wttott: 

TOwe i$z) fror% ^wtftTTOT w 
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[*TFT II—dff '^ (11) 3 4174 4T ',1 JlHtf : 5# 


7(544 #?4r % % TrrtsnT # #557 

41Tfaifa4 (ra), 4544T 4# 4#T 

srfaifr # #rfa4 4 #, #(jjfi54 4) #5fa 

;fafa % ### # far# #iira4-45 4 # 

6 5tfa5t f44T4 4T #744 4 4F 11 

[#. 1538 / 44 .#. #.f4./#T.4r. (t?s)/ 
47T./54.4t.-39/35( l) (ii)] 

#n.f#£, 3# faw# 
Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1599.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes ijif clause (ii) of sub-section (l) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Institution” subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific 8 : Industrial Re¬ 
search, Technology Bhawan’, New Meh- 
rauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It wilt submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
TaxJDircctor of Income Tax (Exemptions;, 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited! Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION: : 

All India Heart Foundation, 4874 (First floor) 
Ansari Road, 24, Daryaganj, New Delhi- 
110002 . 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes ; (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

f2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension cf the approval, lo the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax!Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application lor extension of approval 
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should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1538|F. No. DGilT(E) : CAL|ND-:'9j35( 1)(ii.)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

4444T, 19 474*#, 19 9(5 

#1547 

4r.# t. 190 o-—4#4 t#t74 4# 5445771 Ttfarr fa#t 
f fa^rfafar #434 4 #, #547 stfsrfa##, 
i96i^srnr 3 5 t) ttstht ( i) 4 (ii) 4 fa# 
#i#47 4 fan# 6 % ##5 fsrf^r #if#4rfa 

set fa^fafa# ufaf # r #4# % ##fa 

#'(j4Tfc4 fa#r 4# f, ;— 

( 1) #435 ?T5#K|T4 4T#f 4 fa# #44 5TT 

4falt 7*141 1 

( 2 ) 4 ? w#4 %rfa4 #4 #ht 4 ##sfr 415 # 

4r fap #rfa4 f4474 ##fa fafffa 4# ■ % fa# 
srrfap 4 # % 31 4 # 44 nf44, #snf44 4 mdffar 
#45474 f44T4, 5T5ffa4# 545, “5 fafa#4r ft*, 

rfa fafa’f-110 016 4?!' 4547, 55 

( 3 ) 54 4444 4# % 31 #4(547 44 #41- 
4(#5ffa 4lf#4 #45 4?T #f# ( 4 ) #7447 5?rfa«fa4 
(wr), (tsr) 5K4, #srrf #4 4 #r nWw ###t #4 

fa#T4 3rV4 (4) #TWT #T#44/#T547 hfafa### 
(^ 3 ) fa#4 !H5tf#4t7 4 444 #434 W41 | ##7 
4T447 4%fa45, 1961 5?) STTTT 3 5 ( 1) # 4f- 

fr## f44r 44f #4f44 ^3 % 45 # %<3T 

Tffaffa #T4-s#4 ffatT# 4# 4744 474T I 

5434 4T 4T4 

#*37 4)7 4737 f7#>7#4 t4WT3 fax ##443, 
4*45147 M 4, +MlVrs, % 5 T- 6 7 3 5 7 1 

5iJ #ffap44T fa4t4 1-4-89 4 31-3-91 44 

4# #4fa % fl4# 44T#t | I 

Wjft ; 1 . 44(|44 4# (l) “#4” ^75 #4# % fa# 
4#! 4sft 3#5T I 

2. #434 4?T TjTfTT# fa#t #44 t fa 4 #44144 
4# #415 4774 4 fa# #754 r #W4t/ 

#1547 fa454 (^3) f#5% P^5Tf5457 

4 7PT34 4447 t 4 5T#T5 # #1547 

5fTfa554 (^3), 4444T 4T #fa 

#fa5t # #T#44‘ 4’V #45144 #5f# 

5314 4 Tfasi # fa# #T#44-45 4# 

6 Ufa#! f45T5 4# IF44 4741 | > 

[#. 1539 /ifa.#. 4.fa./#r. 4 ( 03 )/ 
45 -/ 4 - 2 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 
#T7, 35 fa#54 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 T<?tTtt r, 19 TTTft, 1996 


INCOME TAX 

S,0. 1600,—Tt is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-scctjon (1) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific Sr Industrial Re¬ 
search, ‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mch- 
rauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax|Dircctor of Income T ax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited 1 Annual Accountsl and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Centre for Water Resources Development & 
Management, Kuunamangalam, Kozhikode, 
Kerala-673571. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-89 to 3H-3-91. 

Notes :(1) Condition (l) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply iu 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tat [Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
shoul^ be sent directly to the Secretary. 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

|No. 1539|F. No. DG|IT(E)|CAL|K-2|35(i) (ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


ftttt 

TT . TT . 1 60 1 •—FTFTETTVT TT ETT^aTTTT TjktT fTFT 
TTTT | fT faRfafau FFBT TT, FTTTT FftjfFFF, 
1961 Tt FTTT 3 5 TT WirTT ( 1) % TRT (jj) T 
TTTTT fTTT % fFTF 6 T TUR faf^T UTfUTt H 
£RT fFRkrfkT Wf 13 ‘'WR" TFTF % TTEflTT 
SPJF'tfTT fTFT TFT | :— 

( 1) FTBR RTF UR TTFI % fapF SETT tfSTT Tf^FT 
TdiTT t 

(2 ) f? fft 4sutuT fffur FTtfr ttf) tt 
tt TTfUT fFT T F TRT fTvftF T<f T fFF 
F?FT TT % 31 Mi TT FfTT, tjnfTT T 
afraftfTT f^fur fsrvTEr, sfkrtfrtft *ttt 

JrffNfr Ttf, Tffr??fl-iiooi6 Tt 
'ikTTT, 3tV< 

(3) F$ FRT TT% 31 FTJTT TT FTTT- 
'kkftF TlfTT F»ST ^FfcT (t) FTFTT 
F^tfFTFT Z), (rj) FfTT ^SlfTT TFT 
■ifmfuT f^furHt-fr mi (t) ftftt 
ffjft/ftftt FRfTFsrr ( bb ) fxTT, &ar- 

flTTR M FTcT FF5T TSTT $ MU FTFTF 
TfafFFF, 1961 iff mu 35(l) ?fV 
uf f'yuT fruT tft FFftR % 

TTt F A»TT-Tl c l(rfrT TTF-RF %FTT Tt 
tft FFJT Tf FT I 

FT3T TT TTF: Tk TRT kFKFF iTFW <R1T 

JFTFTWT, TttfTTk, 

%TTT- 6735 71 

F? Fftf^FFT fTTTT 1-4-91 F 31-3-94 FT 
Tt STTfsi % ftftf FFTtft | I 

kopift: 1. FTJf<RT FRf ( 1) ‘‘FF”3FTtRtf % ftlt 

FT»j; F#T KtFT I 

2- FTHR Tt FEET FTFT FTFT f ftf T 
XPJFtTF TT FFfU T?R % fatf FTFTR 
Fr^TT/FTTTT; fTTFT () fTFT 
FFTfUTK F FUST T?FT | T FTRF F 
FTFTT FfTfFTFT (^), TFTrTT Tt 

iftr rrfrrT f ft4ff t?, ?FjtfkF Tt 
FFfU FfTF T FTF M fT? Ft4tF-FT 
Tt 0 Tfrrr fT'FTF Tt TTFT % I 

[F. 1540/FTF. F.fF./FT.T.(Bl)/TF/T-2/35( l) (ii)] 

FR. fF?, F'T fFTFT 
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hptt "Pi ttit : ^-T s, i^ye/jTc i e, riif, 


Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 


W-MT, 19 TEPft, 199 6 


INCOME TAX 


amt-T? 


S.O. 1601.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rule.;, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, ‘Technology Bhawan’, New Meh- 
rauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
TaxJDiroctor of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited! Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub- 
. section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION ; 

Centre for Water Resources Development & 
Management, Kunnamangalam, Kozhikode, 
Kerala-673571. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-94 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
1-4-91 to 31-3-94. 


(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions^ Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax] Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1540iF, No. DG]IT(E) JCAL](K-2)j35(l)(ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


TT . OT. l 6 0 2 ■ —SFfaTSTH’n OT UFPIiTRT TfOTT falUT 
TTrTl & fT OTPR Tt, OTTTT 

19 91 OTOT 3 5 OT TTTPT ( 1) % 

(II) % fm OT44R fipTU - % faTR- 6 % ZTffR 
mfarrft jitt faErfrfOTT t< "wq-pr” % 
wf % sftfpT OTprifcr fr-Tr m\ % :— 

(i) ottst OTjtraR qrpff % [W ww tot 

(ii) t^rrfTT tRur *ppff 

TTr 7T otItt jrapir stript? farfw rp? % 

fOTT SFW n'tf % 31 0$ ?rf; *tT^ ; 

3 tfrtftftw ftvrtfi, jfrsftfVrqft 

'IT, R RETfi TIT, nf fitTrfr-1 1 0 0 1 6 TT 
TTfir, sftr 

(iii) 31 Wt m % 3 1 TT TOT-lfT^ffT 

TrfTT TOT TT Tfd (t) *T|W< JT?rpT?SHT 

(tg£), (*r) cr«n m OTft rr 

otjitor f*r«rpr xtE: (n) TrTTT 

ottvt (®j) ea^nf «pk 

F T4n OTTSn 3TTT ft tm OT43R 

srfafFTff, i90i tfr trm 35 ( 1 ) 4 fr 
StF$ fTTT fTOT W TTfUTT ^ % TTt 
A Tnn-TfrrtfiT %tr tt -4t 

jt PR *B^r 1 

TT3TTT TPT : TE3T Tfa 3TST fTflTET UTT 

AttAt jTindfinfi, TWlTTy, 

%TT-673 571 

41? *rftT^RT fsRW 1-4-94 ff.3 1-3-96 TT 
qff % far tttTt ft 1 

fexpift ; 1 . 3R(i)“?fsr" AotAtA % ffefq 

TEJ fTRTI 

2- OTTCR OT TSTf3 fcqi TTrtT $ jiff $ 
WfiifpR TRfa Wi % fTq- OTEPT 

wm/fflqrp fiRfffpp (07:) 

TTrrttTn: fi xnts?f qr^T % % jtt^f 

T FHTTy TSlf4q-D|>p (07:) ) OTs-/OTTTT 

T4 TR HfqOT TT, ^TrflTT 

3ft 4TR % TOTT 

qfr ftmTT ot sfftft % \ 

[T. 1541 /UT T'.TfT./OT,T.(^)/3R/%-2(35) (l)(ii) 

«IR. ftl?, TT 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, ,1996 4 4 414 1, 19 1996 


INCOME TAX 

S.O, 1602.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions — 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, 'Technology Bhawan’, New Meh- 
rauli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May Of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of■ Income-Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industiral 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
TaxjDirector of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts! and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Apt, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Centre for Water Resources Development & 
Management, Kunnamangalam, Kozhikode, 
Kerala-673571. 

This Notification is effective for the period 1 from 

I- 4.94 to 31-3-96, 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will riot apply to 
organisations categorised: as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions^ Calcutta- through the Commis¬ 
sioner" of Income-tax [Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdictign 
1 ■ over the organisation. Six copies of the 

application for extens ; on of approval 
should be sent dncctly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, 

[No. 1541 |F. No. DC.jIT(E)|CAL|(K-2)|35(l)(ii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


41443 

. 4r, too 3:—trTmraTTvi fa 7443731 *jfa4 fan 

4T41 £ fa fTRfaffar 4434 fa, 414T3 fafafartC 

196 1 fa 35 fa49£TrTr( l) £ ripfall) 

stpttv fanr % f%44 6 t srsffa faffa srifsmfa 

3T3T faruNfrtU faf T r "fa-414'' % %44 % trtfR 

ntfaffa f^Trrr 44T t ;— 

(i) 4434 444474 4T4f % fan trm fan 
nfant T#nr 1 

(ii) 4 ? nfa njrrfan 444477 4 fat Tufayrr 

nrfaT f4434 jput fnffa fa % 
fan sfafa fa % 31 fa 44 trfan nffrifar 
4 fafrrffar 444trr4 fnnrtr, nfafarfa 
nan, r fafa-fi ft?, fa fafat- n 00 16 
fa 4far, far 

(iii) 4? 4c4T fa%3l 4^3 4T fan-Tfarffa 

fafa fa 4% (rfr) 4T4T3 4?r- 

facuTT (®j), (m) ttfau titrffai 44 t 

fafafTT 454414 fanm far ( 4 ) 4i4tf7 
4154-7/41447, 4 ?rf 4 *W (’ sz ) ffa% 

farfaGlT 4 4434 4?47 % far 

4%f444, 1961 fa 0737 35(l) 

% fa f344 fan 447 faffa ^3% 
4TT 4 fa*l-737fa4 4T4-®44 f?4T4 fa 

'41 4474 fa47 I 

■3 

4434 4T 414: 4444 i?ZX?J{Z 4lT ffapfa, 977*1, 
4544RT4-3 80007 

4? 4f4rj44T ffatT 1-4-95% 31-3-96 4*F 

4% 49% 4 ffa TfiTfft | I 

ffarfa : 1. 34444 514 ( 1) "44” 44T444 % far 

4tT, 4$T 4)47 I 

( 2 ) 4434 fa 4*719 fa4T 9177 % fa 4 
tTJTTJR fa 44% 9T% 4 : fafa 41443 

43454/41444 ffaw (Viz) f 44 % 

% 4434 ' 4f4r | % 41^44 4 

4T4T3 4fafa443 (^r), T9T41 fa 

4T4 4f44T 4 41944 fa, 444134 fa 
44% 4314 T 4fa fa ffaf 41444-44 
fa fa4T4 fa Tofa 4341 % \ 

[4.1 542/4,41,4. 4.fa./n.4r.(^3)/414/fa-2 3/3 5( l) (ii) j 

4T3 . fa?, 74 ffaPH? 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1603.—Tt is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the. Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of douse fii) of mb-sectiou (1) of section 
35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(it) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, ‘Technology Bhawan’, New Meh- 
raoli Road, New Delhi-110016 for every 
financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & Industiral 
Research, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax|Director of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts' and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted 1 under sub¬ 
section (!) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION ; 


National Institute of Design, Paldi, Ahmedabad- 
380007. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations, 

(2) The organisation-is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Incofne-tax/Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdic'on 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1542(F. No. DG[IT(E) |CAL|G-23|35(1) (ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


tttvtt, 19 Tfat, 1996 
ttttt 

TEXT. If!04:—fafTTTK'T Tt UTfan $-fa 

xttt £ fr faref-rfa fasx ^4 sitttt fafawr'' 

1961 Tt trpT 35 fa TTIFT ( l) T liT*r (ii) % 
ffa NTTTT f-fTT T fTTT 6 %fafr fTfasnfxTTft 
5TOT ffafaffa faf TV ‘faTR 1 ’ % ufa T Ndfa 
wfatffa far ttt I:— 

(1) farx spjfare tttT % fax trw far 

tiItt i 

(ii) T? Tfa fatfa stEtWTT faff Triff 

tt tfT TrfaT fawr fair fayffa fa 

T fa SETT fa % 31 fa tt fafa, 
farfa x fafafxT T'fatrR farm, 
fafafafa vrepr, ■"X fafafa fa fa ffaft 

110016 Tt W, fa 

(iii) fa SETT fa % 31 TTfaT tt farr- 

iftfacr xrfaT far fa fa (t) ttttt 

TfaffaTT (fa) (fa fare farfa 

TTT faftfnT faTTTT fair far (t) 
ttttv mTw/mTTT fariTTTr(fa) 
faTT farfsTTR T TTT »TTOT Tfa I 
fa TtruTf fafarer, i96i fa arm 
35 ( 1 ) t ft fa ffaf far tm faffa 
faT fa if far-qfrfa fare 

fa fa TTTT I 

TT3TTTTW: $T. fTTVET T. fTTirfa T- fa- fa 

fatffar 5 ^, fa fa fan ffarr, 
III-Tfa, T3T, ■Mftheirie-38000 1 

T 5 fafaHui ftrerr 1 - 4-95 tr 31 - 3—9 ott 
fanfar t fa sifat % 1 

ffafa ; ( 1 ) TUFfT fa ( 1) “fa'’ Ttrr fax % fa 

m*i fat far 1 

( 2 ) fafa Tt fair ffay xttt | ffa 

TTfaxT Tt NTfsr TITT % fifa faTTT 
faTfanfTTT; ffagTT (®fa fafa 
farffaTT xf TTSTf facTf ft % TfSTT ft 
5TTTTTT?Tffa TT fa?), TTTTT Tt 
faff farfa T Nttfa fa, Tfaffa Tt 

nfar faT t fan t fa faxT-xtr 

Tt fare Tt srrex tttt t 1 

■o - 

[T, 1 5 4 3fa . ft . T.frfa.T. fa)/TW/fa 12 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii) 

NTT. fa, faffastT 


1292 Cil/96—4 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O, 1604,—It Is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Incomei Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause) (iii) of sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution" subject to the following 
conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accouuts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii> It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, 'Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 3 I st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions) (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (cl Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax (Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Dr. Viler am A. Sarabhai AMA Memorial 
Trust, Bank of India Building, Illrd 
Floor, Bhadra, Ahmedabad-3 80001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1 ) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
tripheates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-taxlDirector of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdic¬ 
tion over the organisation. Six copies of 
the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No 15431F. No. DG-ITfE) |Cal(G-12> (35 (1 ) 

(iii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


8, ETtWjyAi.STHA I4, 19If) |Pait IT—Snc. l(>i)j 

TOTTO 1 T, 1 9 TOTOT, 1990 
414 TO 

tt . m . i fi o 5 rrmrgm rrfmr fam 

mm & far fumfafcm 4434 to mmTO-mfafamr 

19(31 TT TPT .15 ^"TTPT ( l) T 4'^ (ii) Tfan; 

mnr to fmrc T farnr 6 t mfEr fafor 
arm wft to "wmW % 444 % muto 

fw tot t:— 

(i) to mm-nmi %n 444 mro 4fg4f 

(ii) to TO usrrfTO 4444T4 twIto 

TO Tffqm iTOTO TOTT fodTO TO T fqn 
44 t t 3 1 nt 4^ 33rrf4T m 

vrax-f 444414 itoto, TlsfrfroT nto, 

4mTf)' to?, 4$ ooig to 

vtw, rF 

(iii) to ttoe 4 I 3i 4 -teto aw mro- 

qfffivrr toPef tT srfm (m) 4 ptto 

rtmfm?urr {wz) : (m) 4fro tsnfro to r 

mimfTO 444*44 famm ffTO ( 4 ) 4ptto 
4rto/ 414TO‘ TOifrow (m) fro% fam- 
faw 4 tot 4TO4 toto $ 4>4r4TO 
irfafam i ao i qff mm 35 ( 1 ) 

4 fr fro# fron tot 44 t 

at* 4 mar-TfrfTO 3TW-TO ftmra TO 
of toto toto i 

4434 41 TUT : 4 04 TOT TS'T 4rSTOi PfiT hm TO 1TOW4, 

7 05, nmo 4T1H4S4, 5 6 4TO 3^4, 

4 ? fe^fr-110019 

TO ml 14441 fgntm; 1 9 4 if 31-3 9 6 44? 

■fT 44fn % fan nmfr % 1 

Wo) : 1. wfTT 44( 1 ) '' 44 1 - 44T 444 T fail 
0T4 4iff ?;i4T i 

2. 4444 44 4414 fTOT 4141 j fl 1 

444144 TT 44f'4 TOT4 4? f44 4I4TO 
4(Wr/4T4TO 14TOT4? (w?) Pm# 

iT 4 Ti 44 TT 4' 4434 TO4r % % 41-44 4 
444’- TOTf444T (^ 4 ) TOTOTOT TO 
4l4 irfmif 4 4444 TO, 444)44 41 
514ftT aiyTT % 444 # 4T^44-44 

f44T4 44 44fff TTOT £ I 

[4-1 5 4 4/n 4 4 . 4.f4./4T.T. (w4) /TOl/n4.fr. 1 7/ 3 5 ( 1) (ii) ] 

4P\ f4if '3lf44 T TO 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1605.—It is hereby not:lied for general 
information tliat the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-seclinn iJ) of ffic¬ 
tion .35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 

New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(jii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions) (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c> Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax (Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Jayramdas Patel Scientific Research Founda¬ 
tion, 705, Eros Apartments, 56, Nehru 
Place, New Delhi-110019. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-94 to 31-3-96. 

Notes ; (.1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions), Calcutta througii the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdic¬ 
tion over the organisation. Six copies of 
the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1544JF. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(ND-17)|35(l) 

(ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


J'jyiis, iyis 1939 

F4F4T, 19 Fwit, 1996 
*nwr 

FT . 41 . 1 6 U 6 . - -4441HTT4 Sffr TTFfpTT, 

frar yrrag bp fwbrNpr 4%64 ft wntFi: 
'tfrafaqm, l sh i f) urn as %t sfetitt (i) % 
(ii) % Mxiffv fir-Tfr h % trffpr 

f--r%a mfuFrri sm fnmfafiaF <rr % 
444 f ntftn 4^4tfor fFai mrr | — 

(i) 4434 swraff Frfff % Cr4 444 tpsrr 
af^rr v-Tg-Trr i 

(ii) ai? 45T(f4F 444414 rnirfr ftptT 
FT ITF srTfrpp (4474 JT#3T fiyyfpr 44 % 
fryq- rica-p an % 31 qi ff qfq4, asrrfnF 
4 sr’RftbTF scrfm-T fqqri, sftsftfqFt 
'444 "'T ippw Tpf, fsFsft-11 0 0 1 6 Ft 
4441, afri 

(iii) 44 SRF 44% 3144344 4F tnST^fifSTcT 

qrftF T^r %T qfq (f) qr4Fi 4?nl44i!TF 

(If?) ( 4 ) 4f44 3nrf4F 44T TftBTtfVrr 

444'4T4 f4414 3T17 (4) 4T4F4 4PJFT/ 

4PTFT 4^448141 (fff) fav# «4TfaFTT 
4 344 4454 4WT ‘t 3ffr 4T4F4 

3fftrf444, 196 1 Ft STTTT 3 5 ( 1) ff iff 
4f fFFF fir4T 44T 4SrftT4 W % 41% 
4 414-544 f$4R Ft vft 

4*44 F^4T I 

4FJ4 44 414 : 4T4i F)xTT trifitn fx44 

4154, Tr.%. irfwf ; r Ff%4 uv? 

|Mt54' 4tPT4, 4^441414-3 80016 

4(? 4f4444T f441F 1-4-95 4 31-3-96 4F 

FT 44fsT % f'44 JT4T4T I I 

ferqvfr : 1. 44444 44(l)‘'44” i%T 444 % ftp! 

4^f gt4T I 

2 . 4454 FT 4FT4 fcqi 4T4T I f? t 
444144 %T 44ftT 4414 % faff 414F4 
qpjFl/iqriF 7 ' f444F (^4) fa4% 

ifarfaFr-r 4 4454 444T | % 4TS44 

4 41444 44Tf444F (^5) F4FW 

FT 414 4f44T 4 41444 F? 4^4t44 
%t 44ffl 44T4 % 444 4 f«Pt! 

41344-44 Ft f4'4T4 FT S4^4 FT4T | I 

[4, 1545/7T.4. 4.f4./41.F./(®5)/ 

F4/Ft-l/35(l)(ii)] 

415. f4?, 44 fiTS'VTF 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1606.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions :— r 

(1) The organisation will maintain separate; 

books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; I; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions) (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c > Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax|Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Institute of Kidney Diseases & Research Cen¬ 
tre, B. J. Medical College & Civil Hospi¬ 
tal Campus, Ahtnedabad-380016. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes: (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax)Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdic¬ 
tion over the organisation. Six copies of 
the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1545JF. No. DG-IT(E)jCal(GT)|35(l)(ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


XT. m , 1 60 7.'—M^T’-JTT^r fa) TT33TT ffaaT 
tftt | ffa farafafija fawr far araar afufaaa, 
1961 tV mxr 35 faraasnar (i) fa ^ (ii) faffaa 
iriwr farm % than 6 fa tuft faf^a srrfsmft 
sTTT farafi-ffrir TOf aa "faaaia" fa famr fa WtfFr 
spjfatfea faar aar 

(i) aahui‘Mat % fata tata tut ahra) 

! 

(ii) a? afaa aafiaa a^ama famf) anataa 
aa ariaa froi qaqar fatftaaafa fata 
aatT aa fa 3 1 at aa afaa, amfta a 
akrrfaa aafrara faram “tfofafafa) aaa”, 
^ fa^arif) are, at feafa)-i 10016 ah 
aw, affa 

(iii) a? sara afa fa 3 t faa^pra ar faarr- 
aatffaa arlaa farm fa) stfar (t) snara 
afrfiwar ( I ga) (*a) trfaa, aarlaa aar 
affaftfarr sEjantra frara, ^ (*0 
arijaa/aTa'Fa a^rtamaa (^ar) ffaafa wst- 
fhara a aaa tw twr | sfta wm 
wffafaaa 1961 fa) ana 35(1) fa ^ 
at faaa ffaar am faafua ^ % 
air fa rim-Tdfarr Tna-«aa lama Tt 
fa) mara aw 1 

totwtw; aha airfare faaa' arwaa, 6 4-6 5 , 
awr? a're, at fefaV-110015 

afatjaaT faare 1-4-9 5 far 31 - 3-96 aar fat 
aafa % farfa aarfat 1 1 

fjrqrfr ; 1. aarjR aitf ( l) “faa” W aaa ^ fafa 

aft fatar 1 

2. faasa far tiara faat mm it ffa £ 
a afalmr fa) aafk arra fa fata maare 
fatvmr (ft) farafa 
faarfartar fa faasa rem | fa arsaa fa 
mart a^Tfaa^rr (^a), win fa) 
fata afaar fa araaa afa «Fjfataa fa) 
vrafu a?ra fa fafau fa ffaa araaa-aa 
fa) ffaara fat arera aw 1 1 

[fa. 154 g/tt■ fa. a.fa./ar.’tr. {^z)j 
wo/cia. 1 #). 13/35(1) (ii)] 

are. ffa?, aa fawnir 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 


INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1607,—It is hereby notified for general in- 
format'on that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (J) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(1) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every' financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii> It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax|Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
imder sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Ganesh Scientific Research Foundation, 
64-65, Najafgarh Road, New Delhi- 
110015. 

Inis Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above wall not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax |Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1546|F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(ND-13)|35(l) 

(ii)I 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


nfewU, 1996 

urunr 

nr. nr. i6os.—feuraTnn nt nyissRr fefe fen 
fen nrur & fe fenfefer feren nt, xmnrr 
nfafenr, i 96 i nr urn 35 fe swrr (1) % 
ww (ii) % fen ninny fern % fern 6 % wfe 
fafer srrfanfe styr fenfefw fef nr "fe*rru” % 
fen % wfer fentfer fen nnr 

(1) few ufeum nfe % fen fen 
ufeur mem 1 

(2) fe nfe ferfnn nfeam ferfr nfe 
nr un urftn ffeyq sfern feftn fe % 
fen rfen 31 fe unufferi %rfan 
n fefefen nfeurn fernr nferfeft 
nnn "sj hfefef if?, fe fefet-110016 nr 
fefer, fey 

(3) fe sfen fen 31 uniw un fenr-fetfan 
fefe ferr nr sfe (n) ninny nfefero 
(^r), (jj) nfen %rfrn feT ferifem 
trfeum fferm fey (n) nmny 
runny u^Tffefen (^z) feu% fenrfanTr 
it fen few fetrr | fey nrnnr 
nfefem i 96 i fe nm 35(1) 
fefe fyfe fen mu feffe ^z % mfe 
n ferr-ferfen mn-snn ferm nr fe 
n^r nwr 1 

sntu fyfe ufe tnunfe fetffew, 
nm ^-3 88 001, ’pryRt 1 

nn nfgyjfer twin 1-4-95 n 31-396 un 
nr sfeu % fen '-wife | 1 

fefer; 1 . smjnr fe(i)“fe’' ferufe % fen 
npj; fer fen 1 

2. nnw nr nsm ffer nrnr | fe ^ 
vfenr nrwnfe nsfe % fen mwy 
nrnnr/snnny Ffefen (gn) fefer 
tferfnnTy n few nstn | $ nrenn 
h runny n^Tffefen (qz), nnnm 
nr nfe fefe n wnnu fe, nfefer 
nr wnfa mrn n feu n fen 
urnfe-ra nr fnnw n't nrw nw 11 

[feur i 547 (feP.n. n.fe./ffr.n.(^s)/n?r./ 

nr. 36 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 
wry. ffe, fe fnnnn 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1608.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "Institution" subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, 'Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mebrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(ifi) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax | Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Amul Research & Development Association, 
Amul Dairy, Anand-388001, Gujarat. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes ; (l) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax (Director of fncome 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1547IF. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(G-36) ]35(1) 

(ii)J 

R, SINGH, Dy. Director 


8, J996/JYAISTHA 13, 1918 [Pari II—Six’. 3(U)1 

amrymi, 19 apart, 199 6 

airaaP 

l (so 9 .—AAnTTV f Tf UYK 3 r*l 
fefr.sff'TT £ fr> faf-ap-fpira masa an, ina-tp mar-taa, 
1961 aa «tpt 35 44 a furyi (i) 4 ars (ii) T 
fa-nr sfpaaP fw 4 faa+T 6 T SffffY fafel mfa- 
^rrri 5 -,tt famiriTaa mai aa ‘W % hah % adan sra- 
hrfca faat aaa £ : — 

(i) mrsy naffsrra anafaa fma wr a feat 

twi i 

(ii) t? «rah tsrrfaT hid) atraf ah 

fhath TAT faTTfa TT fpT IRhar ah 
% 31 af ?w mbaa, Tiftifw a i t? Twynura 
fy-vria’, "aWTfaah haa”, ftmah- 

i iooi c ah htar, srV 

(iii) That ah T 3i wa-jar ay man 
qfifutn arfba; riarr ah afa (v) wriT-t nhffhanT 
(^j), (<j) maa tsiTfau aai rifdmrat 

faa.a srP (a) srwaar jmw mpfn&rar (w:) 

fy-vT ^rrfe'kR if an hasa asp ft wV. fw 
mufahh, i» 6 i ah sn 35(1) h ar ah hthh 
BpytaaaTT hhfsrt at 3P h th r 'T? ftjrf-a' 
fgma ah •ffi mAh atrip 1 

*T*T 3 *T ^TT^T 

map; ah a Tpyumr parif fprh 
ama faKnaaP 38 8 i 20 

ay? yfoTA'iT faaH 1-4-95 a 31-3-96 aa aTr 
srar 4 ^ laT snrraf £1 

femh-: 1. mma yrh (1) “*rq” tar wr 4; fan 
am afSt £r*vr 1 

2 nasn ah PHra fear aiar £ fo a wa- 
aTaa ah wafa aath hr fan wrap 
^naaa/PPHP far ay (151) faair tAr- 
faap. h ffasa ayai £ t ahaa if srmp 
rrmhiamaf ( 1 ® i ), TmaPtr art aha afaaf h 
xnaaa vaaiaa ah xrahT aaia % a a a 
h faru Araaa am afr fa opt afr aana 
ataar 1 1 

[ff. 154 s/ot. a. a.fa./arr.y. (ts?)| 
anr/tr- 35 j 35 ( 1) (ii)] 

hr. fn<?, aa faamr 
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[W,A T1—TT ,l(:i)j 

Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.Q. 1609.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned 
below has been approved by the Prescribed Auth¬ 
ority under Pule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for 
the purposes of danse (ii) of sub-section ( 1 ) 
of section 35 o! the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category “Association" subject to the 
following conditions :— 

(j) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities. 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of 
its scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology Bha- 
wan\ New Mchrauli Road, New 
Delhi-] 10016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iji) Tt will submit to the (a) Director 
General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Tnchr.trial Research,, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax|Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, bv 
the 3 fist October each year, a copy of 
fa audited Annual Accounts and also 
a copy of audited Income h Expendi¬ 
ture Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under subsection ( 1 ) of sec¬ 
tion ,‘A of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Sardnr fa'cl Renewable Energy Research In- 
slhmo Vallabh Vidya Nngar-388120. 

This Not ii ration E effective for t lie period 
from 1-4-95 to 3 im-of, 

Notes : ( l (Condition ( 1 ) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as asso¬ 
ciations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to 
apply in triplicates and well in advance 
for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax 
( Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Director 
ol Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies ol die application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
s: Irdu'dial Research. 

TNo (548 F. No. DCTTtE i 'Cal G-35) |35( ] )(ii)| 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


TATAT, 19 TAA^t, 1996 
TmT 

Tf . 1610.-adnPJrr'rr TTAATST'd Tjfa'A fVAT 

tiat t fr fiFThTfaA fiasA t>, wrawt AfaFAAA, 
196 1 tt stft 35 Nr wtstet ( 1 ) t mt (ii) % far 

TTATT. fiva'A % fATA 6 T A AG fttuf-T gTfaTri'j' 
triTi fir gr-Fa a at! a* “afar" % aa^ t war 
SppTffiTT fq;AT AAT ft 

(i) 4 ata 5aa4ata tiaT T Faf aaa atf AF^f 

7 ATT I 

(ii) a? tffar AflrfnP w^aata 44fir Tfaf Tt 
n--t; ai'PTT FtRA ArAT FaGi'A AA T firn; SPAT AA 
T 31 AT AT a A, ASflfnT A ATAtfaT ViAAPTA 
fX'ffjJr, ‘‘sTi'riTFi'T 'AAA' ; A A§‘*T'Tt DT, nf fA~H i'¬ 
ll 001 6 T> 4 A AT, 4H 

(iii) Af? AGT AT % 31 TTjAT AT A!T- 
AFtfSTA AliAT fairi Tt AtA (t) ETAAT R^tFaaTT 
(TT), (AT) aFiA #ArfAT AAT tfteftfAT WAAOTA 
fiTATA sflA (A) StfATT ElATT/strATr AITtfAATT (T5A) 

FtaT 4enfarrr 4 aaa 4asa AAAr & *ffr 
AfpfAAA, 1961 Tt AFT 3 5 (l) 4 (ft A$ faA^ 
fTAt AA1 AA'fUA W- % AH 4 ATt fatfSTA ATA-SAA 
fi^ATA Tt 4t SETA t^TT I 

AA5A TT A1A 

JAAA 5 : per fspTfaA fafriAT A- g, 

AAA3-9, Atrn»T- 2 013 01. 

Aq fatPJAAT fAAtT 1-4-95 4 31-3-96 AT 44 

AAffi T fan TATAt f. I 

fewrit: l. atatt (l) "aa" aa: aa 4 % fag 

TOT AAT At AT ) 

2. AA5A At AriTA fAAT 31TAT & fT 4 AAAfAA 
Tt AAfn AATA % fair ATATT ATTATT j 
ATATA fAATT (wa) fAA% sfanfUTR 
4 AA3A AAAT t T ATt'AA 4 ATTATT 
ATTfaATT (BA), TATAT Tt AtA AfAAt 

4 PTTAT T^j ApfaTAA Tt aaFt ast4 4 

TAP 4 ffrr ^tATA-TA Tt fTATA Tt 
ArAA Toxr 4 I 

[4. 1 5 4 9/gT . 4. A.f4./5TT.T. (^e)/ 
TA./4t-6e/35( t) (ii)] 

5TF. fAA, AT fATTT 
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Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1610.—It is hereby notified lor general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved be 
the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of 'he Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of syb-sectiun (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject'to the following conditions : 

(1) The organisation will maintain separate books of 
accounts for its research activities; 

(Ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 
research activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year ; 

(iii) Tt will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, Department of 
Scientific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over the organisa¬ 
tion, by the 31st October each yoar, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income and Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of Section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Footwear Design & Development Institute, 

A-8, Sector-9, N01DA-201301. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-96. 

Notes.—(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to organisa¬ 
tions categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 
and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through the Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax/Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) having jurisdiction over the orga¬ 
nisation, Six copies of the application for 
extension of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 15491 V. No, DG-TT(E.)|Cal (G-68)|35(l)(ii)1 
R. SINGH, Dy, Director 

EETEUET, 19 TUFA 1996 
ETEEF 

EE. 3TT. 1611:—EfaTTETTE *bT U'dEffFT 5jfarf 
f«F4T ETET $ 1% faRfaffar EETE EE, ETEEF faTj- 
faEE, 1961 E?t aur 35 Eft eehft ( 1 ) % eto 
(iii) % far eteef Free % faEE e % mffa fafar 
ITTT faRfafarf EEt ET "faETE” % fak 
% Etffa SEJEtfor faET EET % :— 

(i) RISE EEEUTE EEfif % fan; EFE fan E%ET 

T#ET I 

(ii) Elf Efa ^falfar EEEEfE Edfa EEEf TT 
ITT EffaT fad sfafa fatfTE EE % fa 1 ! Spfah rfa 
% 31 E$ ET EfaE, tETfET E sffEtfET Efa'JH 
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Feete "sfltfTFEE'r ett" -j P'sFtTr 

110016 fa ^farr, far 

(iii) Eft EE % 31 EE'JET ET faET- 

EfrftTE ETfET fad! fa Efa (t) ETEEF EfrfEfaTEi 
(TO), (r?) EpEE t-ETTET EET fafaFfaF EEEtrrE 

FEEfE STiT (E) TiTEEF ET^EE EffTETT E^lfaiEET 
(to:) Fee% tfiErfanr e fee efie eeet & far 
ETEEF EfuFEEE 1 96 1 Eft EFT 3 5 ( 1 ) E fa fa (TEE 
fTET EET E#TO TO % EF" E faET-EfaFiTE ETE- 
*EE fKETE TT fa ETTO TOET I 

EETE TT ETE 

EE fspTET EUfa, fa.fa. FATE, ffaE- 

EeTF -3 41 306 , tr.xsttE 

E? fal^EEr fEEr<fT 1-4-94 E 31-3-96 EEi fa 
EEfa % fan TElfa ^ I 

ffarfa:— T EEEEEfa (i) "far” ^Ef Efa % far 

ETE Efa faET I 

2. EE5E TT TJCTfE faET ETET % fa t EFJEfaE 
TT Edfa EfTE % fan ETEEF OTpr, 
ETEEF FEdET (TO) FfE% fftElfaET 7 E 
EETE ETOT & T EAEE ii ETEEF Efa- 
fEEET (TO), EiEEEET EE cft’E Sfafa E 
ETEEE EiT, EEETEE fa Edfa fafa % 
fafa E fan ET%EE TO fa FEETE fa 
ERIE EFET I I 

[fa 15 50/rT. fa E.fE./ET.T. (^t)/eft/EF- 3 / 

35(i) (iii)] 

EFT faff, EE ffaEE 

Calcutta, the 19th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1611.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned 
below has been approved by the Prescribed 
Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub¬ 
section (l) of section 35 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961 under the category “Institution” sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions :—- 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of 
its scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology Bha- 
wan\ New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
by 3 I st May of each year; and 



[vtht II—ubr j(.ii)] 


(in) It will submit to the (a) Director 
General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scienti¬ 
fic & Industrial Research, and (c) 
Commissioner of Income Tax (Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31 st October, each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also 
a copy of audited Income & Expendi¬ 
ture Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Jain Vishwa Bharati, P.O, Ladnun, Dist- 

Nagaur, 341306, Rajasthan. 

This Notification is effective for the period 
from 1-4-94 to 31-3-96. 

Notes • (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions, 

(2) The organisatiori is advised to apply to 
triplicates and well in advance fof fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Incomef-taxjDirector 
of Incomes Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 
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iJ l l ^l| % 

(iii) ^ % 31 sbft Jrar 

qThffbr =nf¥sj<+,- dr^ dt srfd (v) triw 
(w?) (dr) dfdd ddrfTF mrr dWthrer xEjdsrR 
firm'd dfir (d) wptw / xnmFT dfTfirddxr 

(tsH 1 ) fimrdr sftenfsmd Jr ddM t dtx 
dTmdt srMmm 1 96i qft am 3s(i) Jr df 
firad fw ndT ddfdd wr % ard Jr Just Tffsfta 
xrrapapT f^rw dt >fr *FddT i 

dd3d ^FT Thr: tddWfJft SZddiddd 'Trf, 

nrmtr dddaafda drfdd', fda x)f, 

dfif)dT4T w 141006 

4? xrfagddT firdPF 1-4^95 Jr 31-3-96 tPd 

xd wafer % fi=rq ward) £ i 

fd'- V ri ):— l, 444*13 dd (i) da dm dqd dr pfn 

did dtff ^PlT I 

2. dd34 df atria faar aim | ft? t wa- 
Tfnrr wafer affir dr brer ward? wrqaa 

wrddr firifad (w) fisprdr aiaiferdK Jr dasa 
q^ftT | % arsaa a wmi uT#r?€d 
(m) ddamrd’r ?fia srfiraT Jr wrdaa nX, 
mpfaa d“r aitrd dr daa Jr fda 
wrtaa aa rdf faaia *dr a^a ®r>^rr 11 

[d. issi^pb. d. d. ft./d 

s/ 3 s ( 1 ) (ii)] 

WIT fd?, TT fri^RT 

Calcutta, the 22nd- February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 


vrmf XTT VTddV: 4;T S, lS-SS/dfeo IS, lblS 


[No, 155QJF. No, DG-IT(E) (Cal|R-3|35(l) (iii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
driTTfl, 22 1996 

mw; 

dr. wt. 1612—v4MT«-Pri dt nar^fTTr 
fdfrrrr am | fdr firrdfdfea ddsa al, vrw srftr- 
firaa 1961 *dt anr 35 *dr damn ( 1 ) % (jj) 

% fdtj TOt faaa % faaa 6 % adfa faffr 
arferarff ara finafdfaa adf d* "drata” % aad 
dr ardld a^dlfda fdar am ^ :— 

(i) d-'iiiu dddupr drdf % frig snrn dwr 

(ii) 4? strid dsrrfd^r anrdn'nT d^dt ^ndf 

^rrf^P f^ r,ir ^ ^ fJnd sr?d4r 

q-cf dr 31 d^ tR* dfdd ddlfd^r 4 afrdthRr !PT- 
dtrpr fddPT nWlhi'rl Jf*', df 

fdfdt-uooie *dr d^hiT. sftr 


S.O. 1612.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned 
below has been approved by the Prescribed 
Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961 under thq category “Institution” sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of 
its scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Srientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology Biha- 
wan’, New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(in) It will submit to the (a) Director 
General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scienti¬ 
fic & Industrial Research, and (c) 


1292 01/96—5. 
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Commiistono;' *>f Juvume TuxjDircctci 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, bv 
the 31st October, each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also 
a copy of audited Income &. Expendi¬ 
ture Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Science & Technology Enterpreneur’s Park, 

Guru Nanai, Engineering College, Gill 

Road, Ludhiana-141006. ~ . 

This Notification is effective for the period 
from 1-4-95 to .31-3-96. 

Notes : 0 ) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) The organisation is advised to 
apply in triplicates and well in advance 
for further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax [Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1551|F. No. DG-JT(E) JCa.l| (P-5) I 

35(l)(ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TXXvXT, 22'RTXft. 199(1 

xttxtt 

xr. xrr. 1613 x%Tsrrxrxfr ffmtsnr 
'trtt £ fuHP'iO'JT xxxx xff wttxn xrfnfmm, 
I96i xft trrxr 35 xxxttt (t) % iar (jj) % 
faff ttxxtt fxxx % faxx 6 % xtffx faf^x mfe- 
vrft am fawfafarx mf tt " % xxx xr xtffx 
xnjxtfor fxrrr xxt t ;— 

(i) xxxx xffxyrx xrrxf % f^rtr sett vpar xfjjxt 

T^XT I 

(ii) tit xrfa Tunfxxr xpfamx xxtff xxxt xx 
ffxr tufa xr fax<“i xrifxr faedfa mf % fan stTI + mf 
% 3 i x£ xxr xfar, tsnfxxr x rifxftfw xtxstx 
faxm, srftftffafr xxx xncfaff fir, x£ fcwft- 

liooifi x?r ^rr, xk 


(iii) XT xpftr mf % at tttxt ?nr faxi- 
c nkffa Tifaxr xh srfa (xr) itfixit mnfTT’xrxr 
(tax), (®) nfax kriffafr txt AmNmr xwiri 
fa'-rnr ?ftT (x) wtwt mxT.T/xwxrx Tjrrfafxrxr (tt) 
fax* atmfuTrr if xxx 'fw txxt % ?jV wxTEr 
xrfsrfmtn, 1 9 6 1 xff am 35(1) if ft x# ffn-f 
farm txt faffax ffix xr mf if A'ar-kffHx %m-*w 
famr t't nr x^xx xrrxr 1 

xxxx tt tut: fofaxxT rts-tx text, rifaTmxT 

xtxrkr, tttx fix, xfaffarxr, 

XXTRT-141 008 

mrmfarpxxr frxfxr 1-4-95 X 31 - 3-96 xt x?f 
mxfff % faff JpxfalV £ I 

fxmrif; 1. tpNt xrx (1) “tt” w xxx %■ fan; 

mix mfr grirr 1 

2. xx$x xh ffircr frxr Tixt ft far x nx- 
utxx xff nxftj xfrx % faff nrxxrr nrxxx/ 
xrrxxrr fxxw (tjx) faxxr sfarTfHrxrn; Jf 
xxsx xx xr £ % ttett fr xrprxrr xiTTfatf xrm 
(^x), xnxxrFrr xt effx xfxrf fr 
xrf, mpfprx xff <rxf*r 4 frx % xau ir fxm ?m 
?rrtfx-xx xff fwx xr mt^x htxt 1 1 

[X. 1552/rrqs .X. x. fx./nr.xr. (^x)/ 
XXT.j<ft-8/35( 1 ) (ii)j 

XT. fXff, XX fxfXT 

Calcutta, the 22nd February. 1996 
INCOMK-TAX 

S.O. 1613.—II is hereby notified for general information 
that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subiect to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate books of 

accounts for its research activities ; 

(ii) Tt will furnish the Annual Return of its scientific 

research activities to the Scertary, Department of 
Scientific and' Industrial Reseach, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) T will submit to the (a) Director General of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), tb) Secretary, Department of Sci¬ 
entific and Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tux/Director of Income Tax (Ex¬ 
emptions). having jurisdiction over the organisation, 
by the 31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited Income 
and Expenditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted under 
sub-section (It of section 35 of Income Tax Act, 
1961. 



[WT II—WT 3 (li)] *fTT?f TT ’Will : 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Chrisiiun Medfcnl College, Ludhiana Society. Brown 
Road, Ludhiana, Punjab-141008. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 fo 
31-3*96. 

NOTES : 

(1) Condition (J) above will not pply to organisations 

categorised ns associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in triplicates 

and well in advance for further extension of the 
approval, to the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the Commissioner 
of Income-tax/Dirccfor of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of approval shfsjld 
be sent direclty to the Secretary, Department of 
Sciedlific and Industrial Research. 

[No. 1532]F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(P-8)|3J(l)(ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

'PfRfrtT; 2 2 1996 

STTWT 

TT. *rr. i6i4-’3%ftirp3n-T> tpfrartr faun 

^rwi $ % ftFTdfferf mTSff qff, srfirfmnr, 

1961 5ft- URT 35 STONT (l) % (ij) $ %cr 
STFPFT fiPHt % fifTT 6 % WtfFT fa for snfOTFTff 
ira wf tc "tfa” % ?faff % sr«ffa 

fw wr I :— 

(i) ifniri sfrprf sfr fi=nr sfrt 

^Tt T#fiT I 

(ii) Tf? Spfa ilTTfaT SFJtfSCTW ffTlft «m't TT 

tPF tnfw faWT sfafal fafafa % fan 
% 31 *tfapX, *t Sffatfar mTfajFT 

fawr, sm, ^ ffa, 

110016 Tt (WNt, sffa 

(iii) ^ 31 sfrjr mu fatar- 

qftsffa mfan % 3 jit <£r irfa (n) mwt jf?rfa$w 
(^r), («r) sfnr, tsnfrn vt«tt !tmi>f3rn 
f'T*TFT HR (fa) mum; nfrfdfaw (^) 

faFr% wsnftrcnr if nwr % fafa sti-wt 

sTfaffam, i96i fat am 35 ( 1 ) ir (ft n? fmfa 

fnTT W OTfsTcf ^ % 3lfa if 'faffw ifFT-stfq- 

fat 3ft fafaT 1 

tfirarr nr m*!: famfa nFRttnr, 1 $, 

filFlTfat ^-411 005 

4? fddi't* 1-4-95 ft 3 1-3-9S Tn fat 

!JRfa % fRTT JTTTT^Y I I 

fccqfat : L. '394^3 vRt ( 1 ) "rfa 1 ' fam *faii ?’ t'FT 

VITIJ; ftrr I 


8 , 1996fab3 1ft, 1918 - - 1947 

2. tfasff fat gwr* farr ^rmr t ffa # ^F^rfa^f 
nr srsrffa fa fo? swr ipw/ 

ermm (>3v) ffa*m fa tt f mr x 

ir fFTST tttt it n ir snw: 

irmfRnn (raT), nr-THT tt tt-t tfttt 
ir nr^'^ nr, nt HTfT niFT % 

rfnj if tn,Ti OTdsf'f f-? nr ftcnFi nr 

nmr 11 

[fil 5 5 3/Fn.ff .n.fit./3fT.n. (^) /nvf/175- 92 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 

■ jav : . fir?, tt fTfttm 

Calcutta, tJie 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1614.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned 
below has been approved by the Prescribed Auth¬ 
ority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for 
the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under 
the category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities: 

(.ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of 
its scientific research activities to the 
Secretary. Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology Bha- 
wan\ New Meharauli Road, New 
Delhi-i 10016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director 
General of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b)Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax [Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also 
a copy of andited Income & Expendi¬ 
ture Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption Was 
granted under sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Hastimal Sancheti Research Foundation, 

16, Shivajinagar, Pime-411005 : 

This Notification is effective for the period 
from 1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condi iron (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorized as asso¬ 
ciations 
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(2 1 The organisation is advised to 
apply in triplicates and well in advance 
for further extension of the approval, 
to the Director General of Income Tax 
Exemptions) Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-taxjDirector 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1553 jF. No. DG-IT(E) |Cal(M-92)|35(l) 

(ii)l 

R. SINGH. Dy. Director 
*fW4TtTT, 22 mTfr, 1996 
3TTW< 

*rrr. ftr. 1615—mrerramr ft tpr^rer 

fwr tptt $ fa ftreE ft, <mrqr< itrftr- 

fmw, 1961 ft tmj 35 (i) % rspry 

% Pte ‘nmr fn-qrr % fftnr 6 % mffir fftft 
ST'tftPFrft STRT fftftftffacT ?Rff qr tTFTPT % ft;spf 
af> atrfhT wfitfaf fftTT EET f :— 

(i) ftW 5PRt % fft-nr wsrTr 

-si ft-i ( tisNt 

(ii) e?> stmt ftmfrqr ?r*Ettnvr ftftft wf 
qa ETfafT ftxrq- Jpftfr fftftir ^ q7 Ei'E srftp 

■ft % 3 1 *rf rRi' 6 fir 'A , ^71 lift, q - ftvjfiVt, 

ftffFt, ftftfrft mz, nj Em, e f ftmfr 

110016 aft ftftTT, affr 

(iii) ^ mrifa sft % 31 sr^nr tpf %*tt 

qftfttT aft rrft (qr) IiP-PFE 

(*££■), (’J) ftfftr, ft/riftm mrr ftftfftr xT^pTarr^ 

faftlT 3Ttr (if) iTITPFT ?TO{E?T / ?n 7 T £ Fr '■fTgTfft^ 

(^e) fwft ir *ptpt q?,qr | spr 

wwt ftMftftn, 1961 ft rrnr 3s(i) ii' ft tot 
frrft farm arm filter qz % mt ir fpjr 
wr ®mr fptttR. aft ft wet ftm 1 

VftOTftftPT: ftPnET q;fc S mTrife nuy 

ffaft ft- l/l414, WET f3f, ft ftrft 
110037 

ftftjmTr ftri^r 1 - 4-95 ft 31 - 3-96 rpp 

ft srftft % fftr rnnft |, 

ftftft:- 1 . sift (i) ftr ^rr ftft % fan 

FTPT Eft £tnr 1 

2. ftTw ft germ feu fttrr | ft ft 
spjftft ft xrftj ftft % fan tmHor xrr^m/ 


1996/JYAISTHA 18, 1818 [Fart II— Sec. 3(h)] 


?ttwe fftvprr ( 153 ) farft ft^rftrqrp- if fttw 
TfTT | ft UTtW if XfF1ai' T Unjfft'Ti'F' 
(rrm) apwErr ft rift shift' h snftE 
smftE ft itftft ftTE T ftf'J ft 
irrfti?) s-s ft f=mpr ft s j ee ft 1 

[ft. 1554/nq;. ?t. rr.fft./trr.qr. ( vz)j 

qm.EE.ft.-33/35( 1 ) (iii)] 

mr. T'-Tg, iq (ftvAT 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1615.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned 
below has been approved by the Prescribed Auth¬ 
ority under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, tor 
flic purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section ( 1 ) 
of section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 
under the category “Institution" subject to the 
following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
book of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of 
its scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology Bha- 
wan\ New Meharauli Road, New 
Delhi-II0016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director 
General oi Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b)Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax|Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of 
its audited Annual Accounts and also 
a copy of audited Income & Expendi¬ 
ture Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section ( 1 ) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

People’s Institute for Development and 

Training, C-I|1414, Vasant Kunj, 

New Delhi-110037. 

This Notification is effective for the period 
from 1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (l)Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as asso¬ 
ciations. 




[ifllr [ r .—79T 3 (i 1) ] VTT^T EFT R, 

(2) The organisation is advised to 
apply in triplicates and well in advance 
for further extension of the approval, 
to tiie Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income- tax j Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of appiovai should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1554j'F. No. DG-IT(E) [Cal(ND-33 ) j35f 1) 

(hi)} 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

’W'twrr, 2 2 'FTtfaY, 1996 

*FT. 4TT. 1 61 IS.—-feTPJTfa faf far?T 

fw t, fa ffefafer few fa, srnpfa fer- 

|5(W, 1961 fa am 35 fa ?THR (l) % 

(iii), t ffe srfaw fa-fa Sir fafa n % fefa fafe 
srrffenfa am ffaferfer fef nr ‘'ferfe' % nnn 
% fefa sferfe ffau nnr f. :— 

(i) fe-W sfetTR' faff % fer fafe 

fafe I 

(ii) ns; to fetfafr fafeKr ^f- : r*TV faff nr 
far fefe fan rut fev fafer fa % far g ,-?i - ?fa 
t 3 i far wr fafe, feffe n sferjfe srfe'jH 
faflrn, fafefefa w" fa ufafe fe fa fefa- 
ltooiG fa £fer, fat 

(iii) ti % fafa fa t 31 t«Pj«rr frcr fer- 
nfawfa fafa feu fa nfa (nr) nwtrr muffa-pF 
(w), (n) fafe tiYTfat far featfe ^rfa-iin 
fifar-a fan (n) sfafa fam/mfat: 

(qz) -ffafa ferffem if fam few n?.nr £ far 
faffa fasrffapT, 1001 fa tTFT 35 ( 5 ) if fa fa 
ffafa fen nnr fafffa wr % fe if fam-farfeT 
fat-fat fern fa fa faro tfar 1 

snw nm: fa *tfa nfai fafatfaT fan 

fefa fa.fa.n. 7ioo, fefafatr 
fe, fa fefa-110002 

fat fafefar few 1-4-95 n 31-3-90 far fa 
faftr nr fan irnrfa y 1 

fefat:— i- fadr-t fe(i) “far" fer fefe rfa 
fe far fer 1 


19 9 fafe 1 st, in is 1940 

2 . few fa ’jsrm fer fart- $ fa t xrfafer 
fa nfer fafer fa fan mono fam/ 
Wf fnnwnr (fa) fe# ferffant if 
*piw tint tf nr nrsnn n snnnrr fat- 
fefafa (fa), sp-TfafaT fa fet srffet 
if urfe far nnfann fa fesr nfah % 
fan if fan trfen-Ter fa fnnm fa 
m-cTn 4TTOT £ 1 

[4. 1555 fe. n. n. k,/ crrtfr. (^ 1 )/ 
fet(far -4 6 /3 5 ( 1 ) (iii)J 
mm fan, tn fafamr 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1 o 16.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule ~6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (I) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conJit'ons :— 

ti) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Cotnmis- 
sioner of Income Tax|Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of syfaicin 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

The Institute of Chartered Accountants on 
India, B-P-No. 7100, Indraprastha 
Marg, New Delhi-110002. 

Tins Notification is effective for the period front 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as associ¬ 
ations. 
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(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions! having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 15551F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal|ND-46|35(l) 

(i!i)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

at PER 

“ETTAf, 2 2 TvGpff 1 9 9 fi 

TT.VT. 1617—’RflTciF'if At TTaWrU ’jfart 
Purr Rrm | fA fARfAfarT Aasa AT, aI'irt 
A fafAtT i96i AT apt 35 AT (i) A 
(iii) % Et-t fAu-r % fAw 6 A *rsfR 

nrftppiA jft faRfAfivu intff srg “A«nA' % 
AtA % wAt yvjifrfAr fA?n w £ 

(i) Atr ^tA A fak ?T*r*r %f?n 

EaAr 1 

(ii) jr mn RsrrfAfi wAttr AkrT wrf 

re snfhT fAnyr farfhr m A fAA 

rAe w % 31 Hi or A At, AittIAe qWrfAP 
XEjAm fawn, "jfteTTfaAT wr” R ’TSZkfT T ^» 
nf faRft-iiooie At AAnr, Ate 

(iii) tfa sNfa w % 31 tfx-RT Asrr-TOTfa 

nffAr An AT 'afar (T) wret wafarknE (a), 
(tar) trfAr, AriiAE at ATATtAe fawn; 

Atr (n) watt w^u/wnw. fauA 

SRWfaATT A 3W TTUPT 9'SrTT | Alt WAT AA 

fArn, 19 6 1 AT srm 35(1) A far At fVwf fAw 
wn nnfam w? A wt A AsTr-n^fa wn-Rn 
fawn At At nknt 1 

tinsn grr urn ■. ?fkr nhiT Avht Art. Akfat wA, 
tpm, nf fa?kt-i 10001 

qf ?TfsiqRnT fAffa 1—4—96 A 31-3-96 tUT 

AT wrfa A fAr irwfaT % 1 

fAnkT: 1. snu'w w(i) “At” Aw Apt AfAn 
■ gpj nAT ?;rnr 1 

2 , unm At jjutm fitw wnr }, fir n 
■tfRk'? At wifa nsrn % faf-t wmr 


[Part II —Sec, A (ii) j 

WJjnn/wnnT farkr*E (^r) farnA 
skrrftmT A Arm q^tn | A mwnr A 
wnnr n^fArupE (^r), jetert At 
A n nfarnr A wq nn nk, wrnfan At 
5Rfa A Aru A fAw wAru-w 
AT fawn At her *rrt 1 1 
[n i mr 15 56 /nqr. A. a, fir 

AT.-22/35 ( 1 ) (ii) ] 
5TIT. 1%?, r 5g fqAvW 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1617,—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions;^— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to 'he Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indu¬ 
strial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New' Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions) (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris-' 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (I) of section 35 cf 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Indira Gandhi National Centre for The Arts, 
Janpath, New Delhi-110001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : ( l) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as associ¬ 
ations. 



[*mr II—-ts a(ii')] 'RT J ’r tt we : -[H 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions', Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions) having juris¬ 
diction over the organisatios. Six copies 
of the application for extension of 
approval should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1556|F. No. DG-IT( E>:Cal!ND-22|35(l) 

(Hi)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

tWTI, 22 fjTTfy 199 fi 

q>T . m. i n t s.—qfr rrqqsra f#rr 

<jrr?tT | fq> farqfqprq qqsq qfr, xrum srfferfaqq, 

I96t#tim as# qwm (i) % qr*r (ii) % 

?nwr fqqq % Pm a % srqtq fafjrar srrfir- 
qn# • 3 Ttt f#qfqffcrer URff qr % qqq 

% ?rsf)q srjqtf^r f#rr w &:— 

(i) qqsq stqqTtrrq qqq? % mn *m 

qf^ri qtfqr i 

(ii) q$ wt wwft qqtfr qqq? qq n^ 

TlfnT f^qTqt y r<l XT fqvftq qq % faq ITfq’T q*f 
% 31 q$ qfaq, wrfqqr q qfltftfw 

PnrTq, "qftnfr# qqq" sj qqrttff fry qf f#*fr- 
110016 qft wqr, tffr 

(iii) q? spqq # % 31 qfr %w- 

qfffttq qrPw ft^rr # srfq (qr) frrqqnc qjTfqqwq 
(^J), (w) qfqq, ^srrhw qqr qfaftftq? qqqurq 

Pnrm, srk (q) qnrqrr mqqq/qTqqR q^ii^w 
(^r) fqq% wqrftrrTT q qqq qq^q qqqr $«rh; 
srrqqR srfbfqqq, 1901 # «tft 35(1) q ftqf 
fqqf’ fwr qqr qffqq wz % qri q %'aT-qfrfyrq 
mq-^qq ftqrq qft vfr sf^t <e?qr 1 

qqjq qq qrq ■ s;fsa-i qrtfqq qfitfrq' frq^, 
qqrrft jprr, qt.ft.q. 4508, qf 
fqqft-110029 

m 'qfq’jqqr fqqfar 1-4-95 it 31-3-90 qqr 
qft srqfq % fqq srmqt & 1 

W# : 1. wjqq qq (1) “qN” qqr qqq % fqq 

rqq q# qtqT 1 

C\ -- 

2. tfnsq # ^trq fort qnqr t fqr q 
wqq'rqq # qqfq qqtq % fqq qrqqq 


U■VLi/r^'-x ig 1 9 is 1951 

vrqqq/qprTT (q)qq (if?) fqqq: 
#qrfqqTT qqqiq qqqi ^ qqr^qqq 
snqqn; qqrfqqqqr (153), q.q+qr qfr 
qtq qfqqf q qrqqq #, qquiqq # 
qqfu qsrq % qqu q fqq qrqqq-qq 
fqqnr # qtq;q qqqr 1 1 

[q. 1 557/qq; q. q.fq./qr.q-./(^)/ 

qnq/qq.#.-59/35( 1 ) (ii)] 

qrr. fq?, qq fqqvrqr 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1618.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research. ‘Technology Bhawan 
New Mebrauli Road, New Deihi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also 0 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activi¬ 
ties for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Indian Council of Medical Research, Ansari 
Nagar, P.B. No. 4508, New Delhi-29. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (l) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as associ¬ 
ations. 




1952 


I HE GAZETTE G: INDIA : JUNE 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther ext civ ion of ike approval, to the 
Director General of Income Tax (Exem¬ 
ptions*, Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions) having juris- 
dcition over the organisation. Six copies 
of the application for extension of 
approval .should be sent directly to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research. 

[No. 1557'F. No. DG-IT(E)ICallND-59i35( 1) 

(ii)J 


, 1996/J YAIS1T1A 13, 1918 [Pari II— Sec. 3(h)] 

2. dam Vt gwr-T for -stmt I IV a wfw 
Vr mfk mf *r V fap str^t/ 

UFTTrr fakim (^) fanT afarrfamrr 

d tptwt Tsm % % mwr V wmmr 

hTpfaihw ( we ) qmpmr Vr dm afenrr 

WRmr'rk, smTkn V) dak 

if f%rr 5trt?FT ts' Vt femr Vf spg?r armr 
£ i 

[d. lss-s/mn.d. rcfa./srr.^. faz)l 

a PSr/nrr-149/35( l) (iii)] 

trh. fas, ^r hkarm 


■« * ■. __ 




R, SINGH, Dy. Director 
22 qmk;, 199 a 

mr srr , ini 9— nkrramt Vr m«ram (rfaa ferr 
^tm'i ft fV famfafer mT3’T dt, xmntiT wffrfTmT, 
1961 Vt am 35 V) TTam (1) V i r? (iii) V 
fan STTWr faan V faatT 6 % wdbr farfe TTfu^lC 
grtr feafafer utff? c r r “dram” V dmf V ardkr 
wffrflfei fen nm t:— 

>3 


Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 

income tax 

S.O. 1619.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iiii) of sub-section (D of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 tinder the 
‘‘category institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 


(i) dnsn uprwm mrdf % fan nmr dorr afert 
mibrr 1 

(ii) nff im fsiTfam mm ddxfr andf xn 

tpp fern rpfap fedkr mm faT 

xrmsp m V 31 wf nm nfer, dwrfdm m 
kfarffe umam Eram, ,r Vr?ftfffe w” 
tq qfftkft ft¥, at fefat - 110016 dt 
'VfaiT, ark 

(iii) mr srt mi V 31 nmjnr nm fasn- 
hfafer rnffar k*rr dr nfa (m) smmr 
nrnfem: ( we ), (>t) nfan %rfam mn 
affaridm wan faw ark (n) nrmm 
urnmT/nntmT nFrfatnm (rre:) fan% wnr- 
faw d imr mm 'mrr 0 nk rnm 7 " 
wfafenr, 1 96 1 dr am 35 (1) d at 
nt fkkr fair mr ddfer w i k ij 
faaT nfafeT xrm-sm ffamr ml df awrr 
mkr 1 

nnsn mr mn: dwm srrotdt, arkmdt, am 

far, tpT.wrf.iT. qV. wd., 

^TT- 4110 4 5 

tnrsrftrfwnf knfa 1 - 4-95 d a 1-3-96 m dr 
*rafd % fad srmdt £ 1 

: ]. wd (1) "thr” ^nr dmi % fan 

nm it 


(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of Its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Rhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for everv financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 31 st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy Of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account 
!u respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

National Insurance Academy, Balewadi, 
Bauer Road, NIA P.O. Pune-411045. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-1995 la 31-3-1996. 
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NOTES : 

(1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Direc¬ 
tor General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax[Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research, 

[No. 1558[F. No. DG-IT(E) [Cal. (M-149)l 

35(1) (iii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

SFWRT, 22 Rittof 19 96 
RPPfF 

Tr. wr. 1620 —to ur^stct gtotor 
^rprt & % fartoto toR to wm tofifim 

1961 to um 3 5 to WUKT (l) % to (ii) % 

to ^n-q-pr ftor % fim 6 % mito fa%r mtoto 
3 TTr fatofto to RT . "to” % T mffiT 
toto tor wr |:— 

(i) tow stourr wf % to sm tor toto 

TtoT I 

(ii) tot tofto wjffupr toto Rto rr- 
mp mfto tow ftofiT to % to 

Spto to % 31 R^ W ttfto, tofto *r 

totofto ?r^ffuPT torn torftftot wr 
R-^to 7 H fff toft - 110016 to 
toRT, to 

(iii) rs rrtoto % 31 tofjrtw ito-totor 
toto %w to to (*) rtrrf 

(wt), (’t) Rfto, totto TRT tofrfto 
artorTR tom to (r) Rrw T wi/ 
nprem Rtortot (w?) to% etofbwr if 
rrt rrrr rttt f to sn*nrr torfim, 

1961, to 35 (i) r ft ’it fto tot 
rrt to to % to ir to-rr tofto ?rrq- 
®T«T toot ft ft IFRR toRT I 

torw rt otr" : fxt rr-rprr ftoiftor r (tom ftotR 
torto, w tor rrr toT -324003 
rr toRRRT toiR 1-4-95 f 31-3-90 w ft 
tob % to rprrft 1 1 

toft: 1. toff to (1) ‘to 1 ' tor toR % to 

T1R to ?to I 
1292 GI|96—6 


2. fw to w tor rot t fto snjtito ^ 
toil tof T to WTWr Sfm4tr/ , UTR 7 TF 
fatop (^:) to% wsrftnvn: if tow 
RTrlT t RIWR R ROR' R.Rftoto: (BR) 
RWOT rtT to toff R Rlto to, af^Tft^'T 
44 3Pffer arff# '=5 R'fiT R f%ir arr^^T-'TvT to 
[TRTR to 5 f r ' r? fT ^ 1 

[r. 1559/ur; r Rto./-irr. ! P. (f^)/ 
^w/?tf:-i/3 5( 1 ) (ii)] 

ifr. to, tt tow 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1620.—-It is hereby notified for general in- 
format'ori that the organisation mentioned below 
lias been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
undei Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following con¬ 
ditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 

scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, 'Technology Bhawan, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax [Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
.which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Lady Ansuya Singhania Medical Research 
Society, Jay Kay Nagar, Lota-324003. 

This Notification is effective for the period front 
1-4-1995 to 31-3-1996. 
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NOTES : 


(1) Condition (l) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) The organisation is advisd to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Direc¬ 
tor General of Income Tax (Exemptions) 
Calcutta through the Commissioner of 
Income-tax (Director of Income-tax! 
(exemptions) having jurisdiction over 
the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

INo, 1559|F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal- 
(R-t) [35(1) (ii)J 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TEnTT, 22 TTOEf, 1996 

^TT. 9CTT. 1 6 2 l-TTTmET TT TETTEr 
fTTT TE1T t fr faRfaRtT Tit, TTPITT 

wfufTTT, 1961 Tfi ETET 3 5 T?f 3TtIET (i) T 

(iii) % frrfr mw f?m % f-rmr eTmftofTfigT 
snfrorft SET fTTTprfecr wf TT "irte” % 

% xrsfET SEJTtfTT fTTT TTT £ :— 

(i) TPT5T HRW-T TPTf % W TO %<TT 
Tfkrt tw i 

(ii) Vq TTT fmlTT WTUET TTXft Tuff 

tt mp tOtt frTvn se#t farffir wi %■ fat 

srdtT TT T 31 Tu TT TFTT %TfTT T 

afteflfTT 'frrtTHmT famr, sfWlftqu -ttt r 

hFftrft Ttf, T# frwft- 110 016 Tt '^gr, 3ftT 
(iii) Tff TE^T TT % 31 %n'f4< FTT ifFST-qrrsfpr 

Trfrr %*?t ^ Tfa (t) tere wrfrTw 

(tSS),^) TfTT ^snfTT TTT afratfTT 
TTFJTOTT fq'VTFr 3 tV (t) TWr sttttt/ 
sttttt (wz) E-rt wwifarR' t 

TTT TET3T TTTV ft TV SUTTT iqfufTTT, 

1 96 1 UET 35 (l) T ft^f fEEf fTTT 
TTT ttrflTT VZ T TT? T ^r-T^t^ftT XTPI-5TT 

ferEr tT «ft aRT t^tt i 

TPT3TTTTTT: ?t faEftTO fETT TT^tJPT, gT-22, 
ffrir r<jET mr hr^Tt -110 01 6 

ufu^TTT frrrr 1 - 4-95 t 31 - 3-96 tt 
stTfu % faq aimfr % 1 

fzrq-Tft : 1 . ^ttVt Tirf (i) 'W' tripf 
TPT n|r iftTT I 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)l 

2. to tt *(sttt frrr teit £ fr t 
’TTniTO' TfTTrfy t frr sette 
wpet/eeefe: fir?TT (^z) frur 

&)a iftiT'E T ETET TEET ^ % nTEPT if 
5TRTT TIEfTRTT (®z), TETrE Tt 
tfhr Trfmft fi ti^te 4 ?, sr^rEEr Tft 
5RfE t^eT % tee n fsp^ xrr^tsT-Tw 
Tt fTTFT Tt TE?ET TRT t I 

[T. 1 56o/tJ,T .IT. T.hT./STT.T. (^l)/ 
TT./ET.^t.-58/35( l) (iii)] 

!TH , fir$, TT fTTTT 


Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1621,—Tt is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1 > of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax' Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following con¬ 
ditions ;— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research activi¬ 
ties; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research and (c) Commissio¬ 
ner of Income Tax Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also -a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 35 of Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

The Fiscal Research Foundation, L-22, Hauz 
Khas Enc. New Delhi-110016. 
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This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-1995 to 31-3-1996. 

NOTES : 

(1 ) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Direc¬ 
tor General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax) Director of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1560|F. No. DG-IT(E) [Cal. 

ND-58|35(l)(iii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
TXTXT, 22TXT<)i, 199(1 
XTUXX 

tt. stt . 1 6 2 2 .—x^xmnxx tt xxxsnr tjfax foxc 
'srrctT t, fo faRTfafax xxm sffr, xixtx trfaftxx, 

1961 «fft «TXT 3 5 ^ XWXT (l) % 

gvX (ii) % fax XiTXXX ffiTX % fXTX 6 % XUl'T 

faf^r xTfaTTX) 3TO ffaafafair xtxf xx "Tfax" 
%farx xxxtfaT faxr xxr — 

(i) xx$x xpjxwuT ^xr^ff % fax srxx %xtt 
xftxt x^xr i 

(ii) ifaTfaT xxxrarx fafar Tixf tt 
tpF xifaT faxxvr stcxt fxfitx xx % fax sfapp 
Xff % 31 XT XT, XfffX, txrfxT X«rifil- 
faTxrxtfutx faxpr, "xwTfrfar "*m” ^ faxfar 
x‘fa, fa) fafat- 110 016 TT XX»1T, XIX 

(iii) ^ %3i ^xx xt fi-'jT-'mtffa 

TtfxT ™ Xt xfa (T) 

(tjx), (>sr) ttfax xJtrfxT xxv sfrafifw 

faXPTwtx (x) tJTWt SH'f^fx/ffTXTX 

) fa-fa WftrftfaTX if fa=T fiXST Xfat 'f, 
tftX XTfaX Xfafafa, 1 96 1 Tf URT 3 5 ( 1) ff 
i\ xt ffafa faxT mri faifux % xi? if fasr- 
xxfafa xnx-5Xif f|*mr tt »u sr^xx tri i 

farsxfrrxR: farm xprffa ux. fifxTX Tifax, 
(p*r. rix. t»x, fafatr Tfax), XX5X 
XRfaR I 


199 ( 5 | l; fip 5 18 , 1918 

xf xffafmn faxtT 1 - 4-9 5 fi a 1-3-96 fa 

tY Sfafa % fax X4TXt I I 

fafat : 1. fajfa TX (l) "fix” XXI fixfi ^ fafi 

xi x x#f (fair i 

2 . fixsx t’T pwix fern xrm t fa x 

XfaTXff Tf xrxfa faTff % fax XlfaX 

♦ 

XlXXX/lTTXTX ffafa (w) fafa 
itfarffaR falser q-Yxr | T m*xw x 
M\mz falffafa (wz), TXfTrrT Tt 
xfix arfxfiT x tx, xfifiixx xr 

xxfa 44H T XXX x' fxfi XTX4X-9X 

t) fxxrx xx xx^x txxt 1 1 

[x. 156l/(ps.fi. X.fx./xr.T. (^s)/ 
(tx./? nx.-5/35( i) (ii)] 

XIX. fxfj, fXXXT 


Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1622.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of die Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category "‘College” subject to the following con¬ 
ditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research activi- 
tions. 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
Scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, "Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene¬ 
ral of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax [ Director of In¬ 
come Tax (Exemptions), having juris¬ 
diction over the organisation, by the 31st 
October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account 
in respect of its research activities for 
which exemption was granted under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 35 ox Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 
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NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Sawai Mansingh S. Medical College, (S.M.S. 
Medical College), Jaipur, Rajasthan. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-1995 to 31-3-1996. 

NOTES : 

(1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categoriesd as ‘associa¬ 
tion’. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in 
triplicates and well in advance for further 
extension of the approval, to the Direc¬ 
tor General of Income Tax (Exemp¬ 
tions), Calcutta through the Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax |Direc tor of Income 
Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific and Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1561 |F. No. DG-IT(E) [Cal 
(R-5)|35(l)(ii)J 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

^Sfwrr, 2 2 TTCmft, 1 99(5 

snwx 

mr. 5 tt. 1 623.—m4xrrarnyr mrcmr 

btnn ^rrnrr | 1% bPRfmfara- mr, sttwt 

srfbbm, lgeimVom 354?fmitiRT (i) % sft (ji) 

% fair ?nw burn %■ bppr e % msfbr fh^cr 
snfwTTt grrr wf t 7 "rrima” % % 

ttsfbr Jipjrfrfei famr w % :— 

(j) bmu mrcf T fntr *r?pr T=prr 

*lfOTr TGrfiT i 

(ii) ^ mrrbr-A mTbsrm m*ftfr mpff 

NT qrbrrr brarir rr=w fariht % ffrp spqm 
mt % 31 trfmm %rbr«fr y afWffw 

W-TmiH tm*PT, mR, TJJ JT^Ffr 

ns, fit 10016 Xff WIT; 3ftr 

(iii) 3 i srrgsrr mr Arrr-Tftp.frv 

sn-ffTn VT3T qff uflr (m) ttpttx JTfibrmmr (wj), 
(V)*rbR, '■tSITbPIT F^qx sftritbpp wisTM 
bnrPT sfK (tt) srmm ?rppR i ?tiw p^Tbr^qi' 
(m:) br?i% aT^rfspUT h ot tptxtt Tfrr 13r> 
-TmpflT rrfEibT-TTr, i 96 i jff arm 35(i) If it 
’Tt fttpr miv^pr tjsrfam ^3 % srr^: If ibm 
nfraff?r fimr f^yrnr rif fit spxr mxni i 


tdtcwt mil; 

TTfqF^ f^Tbr-TT umrTufh no^ cttt 

mm fff.m. 

zrt mjjCr-313342, qi^'fqff firm, 
XI WPt, TT'^TX^R 

mffrgW f^Tim 1-4-95 If 31-3-96 T47 

xfi srefar % ftp Hvrufr f, i 

fjcqvft:-- i. Tsmjmr ^(i) “tft” wr % ftp 
mn) mff fpit i 

2 . Timm ft gsrrp ftm mrm I fe ^ 
mjbm ft stmfsr graft % fti rnwr 
stpt frt/stpppx bm^l't' (^str) fftft 
sftnfamR h tfw t?ut | % memr h 
sfrqmx ir^TbR'wm (mir), ft, 

dft srbftf If srftmr ft, m^rfmr ft 
sipfa mjft m ftp if brmPT 

ft ir^cT mxm 11 

[fi. i 562 /trq 5 .fi. fi.br./mr.m. {$z)} 

mr/ i ErR-i3/3 5( l) (ii)] 

snr br^, ‘mi fttsrm 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1623.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been, approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separaV 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Refimi of ils 
scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’. New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income TaxjDirector of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
51st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income and Expenditure 
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Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was grauleO 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 01 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAPE OF THE ORGANISATION 

Hari Shankar Singhania Elastomer and Tyre 
Research Institute, Jaykayghrain, P.O, 
Tyre Factory-313342, Kankroii Dist., 
Rajsamand, Rajasthan. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
‘associations', 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(.Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
C ommissioner of Income-tax (Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly io 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
and Industrial Research. 

INo. J562)F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(R-13)/ 

35(1) (ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


fhfW'P (^4) 9T5nftnFrr # 344 #454 
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# art # q-TVafET *ri4 ®44 farm 

44 vfT 444r 1 

#454 44 4T4 

#npFT 344434# STThfi #4#fa4i44, #^0" 

nus 4?bt4'44 far# 

44141 414, fft4 ^T4, 
4f 1100016 

44 4(4(1441 faaA 1-4-9 5 4 31-3-9 6 44 4# 

% faff 44T4) 1 I 

fcnjoft:— 1. 44^44 1ft# (i) "#4’' 44T 444 % faff 
c-fpj 4#r I 

2. 4454 44 ffJTPT fefff 4i4f | fa 4 4^4T44 4) 
STCfff 4-34# % faff 4(444 41444/4(444 f#ff- 
5T4 (ff4) fa-fa faffrfU^R 4 #454 Tf4F I 
% 41K44 4 *94444!: UfflffaW (^ff) r 

44f4~4T 44 4(4 4f49T 4 44444 44, 

SFJtftefV 4# ’4414 4^44 % 444 if 4l444 
ffi* f44T4 4# 4444 4441 | I 

[#. 1563/64.4. 4. f4./*TT,4. (%£)/ 
4tT./ff4.#l-56/35(l)(ii)] 
444 49 f#44FF 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
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faffl Hf(rTT rj f4> #i( 6 -f 9#, ?TT44E ST%- 

f'FPT, 19614# UT4T 354# ^4t)T4r ( 1) % 1403 - (j j j 
% hag nmrspr faipT #r imm § % faf^r 

4 rf 44 -i # iiPT f#rrrf#k 4 ricff / 44 "^fafFT” % ff*pT 

T 44>T fa.ffT 444 # :— 

(i) # 3 r34 W4#orrn4 44 #T/#t faff m .44 ;>ar 
4#m 931141, 

(ii) 44 src# fsnffpr mpfopT 9 mri 

ffff n^' Trfn^ f^ir^r tfafa ffark 4 # % 
ipfinT aff #- 31 *r£ 44 : rrf44, l^rfaqr 4 

ftpp 494414 f44FT, Sftffrl44# 444, *4 ifafafr 
4"5' #6-4#-11 00 16 9# ##41, 3fE 

(iii) 4<? 9>ifa 44 #1 3 1 3TEjffP* fpf. ^TTfarsfr-T 

4rf#E #4T 4# :rf4 ( 41 ) *(4444 4f4f#449i' ('34) 
(’4) 4f#4, 43Tf#4t 444 fafafafap 44#4H 
fWPT 4tff (4) *44444; *rr444/*tV44t4 ffffl- 


JNCOME TAX 

S.O. 1624.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category. “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Armual Re mu of its 
scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Rhawati’, New MehrauJi Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
and Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax (Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
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jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (J) of section 33 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

National Academy of Engineering, Central 
Soil & Materials Research Station 
Complex Olof Plame Marg, Hauz Khas, 
New Delhi-110016. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
D4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes: (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax |Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1563jP. No. DG-IT(E) |CaI(ND-56)/ 

35 ( 1 ) (ii) f 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
mumur, 22 qRufa, 1996 

UFTTR 

3T. ut . 16 25 — tmrarcor spt marri qffa fam 
'TW ^ fa ffafauffa Tfqra fa, r fauffaTr, 
i 96 i fa am 35 faTwu (1) % 15^ (jjj) % 
far, upppt f-rw faarr 6 % usffr faffa 
nrfsmff sur finfauffa faf qr "faTrfa 
^ fafa ufatffa ffar mu $ :— 

(i) tfaa wfatnu Tfaf % fun tpr uur 
fa?fa fatm 1 

(ii) ml farffa ufanm fas') wf 

TT n*j fafa furnmi Spfa ffaffa am 
% fan sfaf, fa % 31 fa ER fafa, 
fatffa af fafaffa SRfapT ffapT, 
fafafanfa ufa' ^ fifatfa fax, fa 
ffafa -110016 fa far 


8 , 1996/JYAISTHA IS, 1918 [Part Ii—S ec. 3(h)] 

(iii) sufa fa % 31 urn jfaar- 

qfaffa fafa Sp| T fa j)fu (m) ur- 

tt (®z), (u) fafa farffa 

T4T fafaffa TRfaPT fafuq uk (fa 

URTR UTOTT/UTWT USTffauT (VjZ) 

fafa falffalv if TIT fa58 qgrir 
| fat; urtr ufhffaT, 19 u 1 fa arcr 
35 ( 1 ) if fa fa fxfa bun mn faffa 

% TTt if Sw-qfafaff UPT-apT 
ffaTR fa fa Rtfa fam 1 

gfau mr tft : fawt farrefa ufa mufarmTU fa, 
7 - 8 , faRT far, uifa fai, 

fa ffaff-1 10001 

UfafaRT ffartT 1-4-95 % 31-3-96 TT fa 

uaf si % ffa arnfa 1 1 

ffarfa 1 . trtt fa ( 1 ) "fa” far fan % 

ffa unj far far 1 

2 . faST fa^TUT ffaT 3TRTT & ftfa ufaTT-T 
fa ufan fafa % fun TTT'TTT URTtt/ 
fflWT ffafa {'ZZ) ffa% fafaTR if 
UTTT TETT ft ^ *ITW ^ ^TPTTt fal- 
ffafa (yz), tutut fa fat fafar if 
urfan fa, mfam fa ufai fafa % 
fan if ffat sfamr-qu fa ffapt fa 
TRT t I 

[fa i 5 64 /n.q;fa. u.ffa/ur.m. (yz)j 

TU. /p T, fa. - 8/ 3 5 ( 1 ) iii) ] 
UR. ffa, TT ffafa 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1625.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separalc 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 





1959 


TTTOT "TT TPPTO : 33T S, 1 ifl, 1913 


['■tutTT—« r n(H)] 


(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientilic 
& Industrial Research, and (e) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax [Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 ot 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

Indian Society of International Law, 7-8, 
Seindia House, Kasturba Gandhi Marg, 
New Delhi-J10001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes ; (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax |Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval ; hould be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 156TF. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(ND-8)/ 

35(1) (iii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

^sflvTT, 2 2 'TrnrA, 19 9 n 
ttmr 

. w. le 2 6.—mtffrapyT apt fen- 

3fTclT if fT TfapS'T Tf, tTTWt 3tfET- 

1961 M ttpi 35 (i) % 

(ii) ^ brn snwr fmrff % fmnr 6 ^ 

ffrfyapnt jrt sraf yy “m^r*" 

% % mfbr fMrr mrr £:— 

(i) smytanr tr faff wr 
afarr v-rt^ir | 

(ii) JT?r wr spfaunr fatfa >pfa? 

tt^t rtrlty ftr^-rrrT fafffa 

% faff spffg; ^ % 31 fff faMt, 


"ffratbtTt '^^T” rtf fffalrsft fffa’fff ffafa 
110016 'Pi stilt: 

(iii) *p 3i 

fatfaT Trft'P Hr gfff fa) trrq-- 

WK nfftbkW'P (qz), fa) fffa* 

t?trffa aar srhrtfffT 'mrwff firum 

sfk fa) jrrq'TTfanrTff mfffafatP 

(m) faa% sforfamr if fimra 

ytm % srk snwy fayfartt, 1961 H\ 
nro 35(1) ff M fff ffafa ffqr 

fa fan % «rk farr-Tfaffa sift 

KPT ffartT M fa 5TIffff fafa 1 

qrrsn- apT nnr: twffT sfarfa? nfa ’tfafafaffa fafa 
faff faff fffa fa ffafa-1 10067 

fafapFIT ffafa 1-4-95 ff 31-3-96 ?Ffr fa 
stfaj % faq wrfa I 1 

fcmfa : (1) fffafa fa (1) ‘W ^far fffa % 
f^T'T (Tiff faf Mm 1 

(2) fiffw fa mri km ffrar £ fa H fa- 
fam fa trfan ffsfa H ffa 
■HUiyi/yrWt ffafa (®Z) ffafa fatTfa- 
aprr if fffaff ff3fft f, H ffrtffJT % 

snff'Pff ffoifMF'P ( ’SZ ), Hr 

afpr Jtfrtai if nrt'UT sffpkff M 

wzhr % uAy if km 

M M ^prr % 1 

[ff. 1 5 6 5 / 931 . *f . ff.fff./'ffT.V. [yz)l 
ap^T , l^r . M. - 3 4 /3 5 ( 1 ) (ii)] 

’STTT. ftt?, ’S’J Mw 

Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O, 1626.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 
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(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific resca'vh activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhuwanh New Mchrauli Road, New 
Delhi-11.0016 for every financial year 
by 31st May of each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 

of Income Tax (Exemptions), 

(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax [Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was granted 
nnder sub-section (1) of section 3 5 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961, 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

National Institute of Immunology, 

Shaheed Jit Singh Marg, 

New Delhi-110067. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96, 

Note : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax|Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
and Industrial Research, 

[No. 1565|F. No. DG-ITl E) |Cal(ND-34i/ 

35(1.) <ii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TmTRT, 2 2 1996 

ttret 

TT, ITT. 19 2 7 .— 

shut t fir terr tt, wfyfjppr, 

1961 ^ HT 7 T 35 T 4 TTOTrt ( l) % k? (ii) 


1996/JYATSTTIA 18, 1818 [Part IT—Sec. 3(h)] 

fbrrr srfTTr frRir faq-ir G % URR fafiR snferTRT 
STrt fRRfrtfaT ST=lt Tt “fiT” % % sPfPl 

qnmfer fiprr ttt % 

(i) rtcr tttur waf % firp ret TfiRt 

i 

(ii) ^ WE) qJTTfilT W^pTUR TtW) TRl TT 

TTip mfiiT ‘mm ad)T fraR % frtg 

% 3i CrTtf t 

wturfirT *r*tstH friR, iftalbTT) ver 
"r rTTEHT Tjf fesfr - 110016 Tt 
rjrt, wfa 

(iii) wa urt m % 3i tt km- 

ortfeR wife Tt (t) weptr 

(^<r); (^) trt 

inbrfiTT trafigR fr*TR (q) wprr 

mqqRWPR: ngrbruiw: (rjr) f3R% sTr- 
famr ir 'er liw Tftrr i; rrk wtt 
WRfirmr, 1961 STRT 35 (l) i) 

qf fard foqr mr Rsrftrfr bs ^ -tpc k 
km TftfeR ur-rw ferR tt sf) 

TrtTr I 

faff UR ftT4 9)R°$2R, fegTT 
fafclR, 40 Trt) W TR, WR?) 

stdcr, fit-fr-i 10006 i 

M wfafT-TT feqTT 1-4-9 5 k 31-3-9 8 TT T) 

wwfa % fTp arorfr £1 

fa^T’fr : 1. (l) "dj" WtTPT T Ur 

E9 -rfr stir i 

2 4 TR Cl qjSR fart RETT t fo 3 W^J- 
ifrR qi) trRj tip) ~f fra wr-tt wt^r 
jnrtrt bRRE (’sz) DnT paTrfijTrr 
if d»T5T u'sar I t utrt k 
RfrfqtrtqT [m), T-TEfrr tt ffl4 nMf h 
T. rhR TraoTR T4 nifTb?;R : r 
ir frp ttt^tt 'it d'r fauR ^rt 

t 1 

[fi. i566/m-fi.d. *r.fir. jm .t. (^s)/ 
I TR./uR.ft-7/35( l) (ii)] 

Tfr, Rr 

Calcutta, 1 he 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1627,—It is hereby notified for general 
infonnnt'oii ti,a! the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
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purposes of clause (ii) of sub section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books ot accounts for its research 
activities; 

< ii; It w’ll furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
industrial Research; Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
bv 31 st May of each year ; 

(in) It will submit to the ( a) Director General 
of income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
A: Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax|Director of 
Income. Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was granted 
undet sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION ; 

Siddho Mai Research Foundation, 

Siddhomal Building, 

40, Gali Raja Kedar Nath, 

Chawri Bazar, 

Delhi-1 10006, 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates 4nd well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax |Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary. Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1566IF. No. DG-IT(E) [Cal(ND-7)/ 

35(1) (ii)] 
R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


TOTOT, 2 2 1996 

TOWb 

tout, i628-—to purum jjPwferT 
TOUT t fc fURfuffe PT3 P TO, XTRTO xrfSrfelR, 
1961 Tt UKT 35 TOaKT ( l) % ■ (ii) % 

frf xmm faro % feu 6 % uffbr faf^r [sjxftmt 

? TO feu f-1 ife TOf T r ‘URR” % rfe' % xrrfpf 
XRfefe fw TOT t - 

(i) UUTO XPJTOR fef % ffe XTOT pfef 

?>3TO I 

(ii) Wl PSTTfep SFJTOR fet TO 

TO PTftc felR pfer fkfcxfCT TO % faj 

pfep % 3i uf uw uffer, Surfer u 

xruur frtR, '‘ferrfefr uro” 

rJJ fe, Pf fejft - 110016 TO 

(iii) m fTCto % 31 tort up mx qfrrau 

a#w put tfr aft (u) trwt ujrfesw 
(^S)/ (’a) uffe $srrfe tot u'Rfrfw 
xpjupr fern xfk (p) urto xrrfro/ 
SIR RTrfpTOW (qz) ffep if 

tr ptop tout i xfk frrTxrz; ufufenr, 
i96i aD am 35 ( 1 ) if pf fprof fspqr 
w uafau t art if fer pftffe xtr- 
top f^rtu air xfr sfer i 

PTOPTOPTU: PRT TOT UP Ft SR pfefp, "ft.jff. 
P. 7250, sjTtrUTT 'ff.Ut. 
feRP-695 031 

p^ xrfa^XRT fiRW 1-4-95 tf 31-3-96 PU 

upfu % fipi ufef £1 

fepjft; 1 . to ( 1 ) "pa" tot top fun 

TO] vnfl gtPT I 

2 . PP3P «Ft TOR feT PRT £ fo $ Upp'tpp tX 

uufu tor % ffe urtr xtrut/totto 
feTO (^rar) fro% ^urflwn: if tfpsp 

TOPT | % PORTO P URUP TO^rfeuW (^p) 

prtott air ur pfef if ufep top, up- 
ufe uft xrxfsr % tfua if Prq xrr^(R- 
qa alt from air w^txxx % 1 

[u. 1567/1(4;.a. u.fu./ur w. (get)/ 

TO./^-8/35(l)(ii)] 

xrnt. fit?;, to feaw 


1292 GI/9P—7 
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Calcutta, the 22nd February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.o. 1628.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions 

(I) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the 
Secretary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli R.oad, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year 
bv 31st May of each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), 
(b) Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, and (c) Com¬ 
missioner of Income Tax [Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a 
copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research acti¬ 
vities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION ; 

Centre for Earth Science Studies, 

P.B. No. 7250, 

Thuruvikkal P.O. 

Trivandrum-695031. 

This Notification is effective or the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-taxjDirector 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
juiisdictioM over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
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of approval should be sent directly to 
the Seem ary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1567[F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(K-8)/ 

35(1) (ii) j 

R. SINGH. Dy. Director 

TrspFTU, 27 TTrtTfV, 1996 
srnxvT 

TT.arr. 1629 .—tHaURir Ti yy^ffiyr gfyy fe?«r xryi § fr 

ffenferfe t yysy Tt, stwt srfafeyy, root firm 35 ifi yy- 
sjt ( 1 ) y; tix (ii) yi fey wry** feyy ^ faro e 
*ryfe fefijy yrfeqrfe jnr fymfefary snfl <n "*fer” % 
yyy % yafe tpjinfen fernr wlj:- 

(i) y*rey mptirry wif % fey mm nwr xfgyt 71 £yt i 

(ii) ms mfe tsuffer mjytny femr yy*rf xy yxr yrfferr fwr 
stife fatife «yf nr fey yrifa 31 y£ yyr yfay. 
jferfttr y sfnftfiyp mjrrmy hnrry sfarfffm mm, 
fepVft tit, iif ffefet-i 1001 r yfeyr, yfe 

(iii) ife mdr W % 3 1 wjrt yy yvT-yfffwy yifW 

tft rrfy (v) (to), (nr) nfe, Gruffer 

yyr stWrfirtr mprsry ffemr aflr (y) srum myyy/wTy- 
xrr (to) fey* ifenffiTt 7 *r tst >iw vru 

5 t silx iRTwr wfabm, 19 6 1 *r Hitt 3 5 (1) it fr yf 
ffer* fewr mrr uyffirTTro* xfe y 4<srr-ytifiiTy trrr-my 
fipmr xh «ft smjy -rfer 1 

tiered ynmfe; nfwy iw smsy), 

W ypt, 002 1 

y? wfa^mrr feyfe 1-4-95 4 3 i- 3 -‘>s yrr *) mrfe % 
feysyfet £ 1 

: 1 . yyafen my (i) ''mt" ^yr ’fey % fey yry yfr 
pfer 1 

2. ferny nti «nry fan wr $ fa 4 mpfew ih 
mrfh yym * fey -Tr^w/HnwT fanfeyr 

(yy) fey* afeiftmx ii *mw wit ft * ymm 
h myxrr (to ), t ypxn *) fffy yftfe 

y fiTT^yy wyylyy ih nxfe fefe y 

fey t) ffeny tv Tty?T ynyr ft 1 

jn. 1568ti. y.fe./’T t.«p.(^)/ 

•PTT./p5T.tft.-76/35( l) (ii)] 
ryy. fen;, yy fe^yyr 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1629.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
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category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
B haw an’. New Mehrauli Road. New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of income TaxjDirector of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 


NAME OF THE ORGANISATION- 

Indian National Science Academy, 

Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg. 

New Delhi-110002. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes: (i - Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax |Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Rsearch. 

•No. 1568jF. No. DG-TT(E)|Cal(ND-76)/ 

35(1) (ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 


27 1996 

sfTT. VT . 16 3 0 : —¥tA?TrHTXXT ^PSTT $ 

1% fHMfhfeT WT&t ift, STIWT 1961 th UTTT 3 5 

STOTTr (1) T gw (iii) % bra snwr fwr % bm 6 
% vabr vrftpfnrh gm vrrit tt "apsrrV' % wf 

snfrr frwr *m fc:— 

(1) tbT5=r vrarsrar ^ N'T srf^ar top i 

(2) a? wr vpitrR wjT 'rurt vr tp? fxxro 

jrpf mffw pf ^ Ny srafa % 31 rrbt*r, 

sfrtfrfira wprapr hemy ‘‘sfaitbrqh 'tpC w 
xit, fefr-nooifl xh 3%rr, Ar 

(3) ^ wfe yf % 31 wrprr pr ^<aT-T 6 ferr ^«rr 

vfa («p) wm JTfiPi^Tirr ( 15 s), (g) trftw ^irrfay 
Ft«rr aiWifirr wpitmr branr sjVc (a) wiwt srpprcr/ 
Tnwr (vz) fwr. fNrrftmT it 'aw rtox 

tctt % afix tram wfatwr, 1 oe 1 ih urn 35 (1) a 
3 ft frox faqr tot hxfaa tit H 'Tfr%a 
sro-m firata srr ntpt 1 

yipT-T PT i TT 1 T : cHTN ‘I'Dra? TpfNM-5 76119. 

pyfer 

ir? faxra 1-4-95 a 31-3-9 > xt wrr yxfa *fr 

fay nm*ft 1 1 

fayufi ; 1. va™ (1)$ rag mr xjj 
5>TT I 

2. faisath <jbto fw m Ilf i aaytro ih toN 

ajtfTW «r fay wiwr wwTO/mwt {qs) 

fay* ttfarftmr a farro rafttr £ % arm h wiwt 
n(jiPiqvFi. (t^b sraxarr sir ftt-f affaff it arr^'ty 
gyatro ah wxfa «t$tx * haa a fag vtxTO' 
to ah ffarni ah awt anai % 1 

[4. 1 569/mtbfi. *T.f*T./W.T. ( J $Z)I 
Prt./%.€f.- 43 ) 35 ( 1 ) (iii)] 

art. fas, aa 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1630.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (l) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The urganisatiou vill maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 



1964 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JUNE 8, 


(ii) It will furnish "the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road,, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax|Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annua] Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Ta Pai Management Institute, 
Mauipal-576119, 

Karnataka. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes: (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

I . 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-taxlDirector 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1569|F. No. DG-IT(E) |Cal(KT-43)/ 

35(1) (iii)] 
R. SINGH. Dy. Director 

27 1996 

^Tl 1631 $fa?r fan urmr ft 

fa fa*rfafar sbren Tt, stiwt sTfafam i 9 si, Vf snu 35 
•iff 3'TOTTr (i) sfr jamr (ii) % fay imrex four % farff g 
% rnffa fafip snfwrtt 5 iTT fanfaffa ip- "jfa” ^ 
ffW % .mlfa fan ft 

(l) 4>ie*i unprsmr Tuff % fay ffstT srfarf x<jfar i 
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(2) 45 srfa tmfar ’T-ntarr rfafr *Rjff Tr gr xrfar fa^cr 
irfar fadfa ^ ^ fag yf % 31 af nr nfay, 
tflTfav x sfWtPmr rpjffanr faffin', "sWrPfat y^nr” 
i^fbfr xfa, tt# ftwff-l loom ¥t ^farr. ; 

afa 

( 3 ) 4 ? mifa % 31 wr-po nv fam-’TttfifRT xrtw #«rr 

5 ffa (T) WRffrr ipfffajR: (^j), (isr) frffaf 
nm affatfar famt affr (*r) wm-rr tt,^/ 

rnwr (^c) fafa if Tfr ffffw 

ffWi ft sftx diw srftrfanr, 1 96 1 ffft urn 35(1) *r 
irf fafa fam fatftr'T % yfa ii ^wr-Tfarim 
farm vf •rr'far 1 

ffirSTTTrrm': ^fwr yffifaT fa fapy, 

ffa r 4*FT, ¥1. ffa, ^ 

10001 

4X falfa 1-4-9 5 n 31-3-90 a=T ffTr ytrfa ffT 

fay WWTTt ft I 

fafat: 1. (1) “faf 1 fur fanf % fag nrr n£r 

ftfaT I 

2 . farcy fir ’jm* fan arm ft fa 4 srfrfaT 4r 
nrfa yyrff ftr fag trrwr nrfra , /wrwr fflur 
(grc) fafa ^grRfarx ii farcy q*yr ft ^ nrwnr 
h mw (^x), Tt fay fafafi 

tr siTWT ffff) tr^Rfai ffh inrfa *f nva n 
fag nT'far-ffw iff fafffa fit Jmja wi ft: 

[*i. 1570 /^.^. rr.fh./m.sp. (wz)j 

aifa./tJT.¥l.-78/35(l)(ii)] 

■ wt: fa^, 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O, 1631.-—it is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish die Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, ‘Technology 
Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May ul' each year; and 

(iii 1 It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), ( b') Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
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Industrial Research, and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Income Tax Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 o{ Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Indian Council of Agricultural Research, 
Krishi Bhavun, 

Dr. Rajendra Prasad Road, 

New Delhi-1 LOGO I. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-95 to ■ 31-3-96, 

Notes (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as 
associations:- 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), CalCutta through'' the 
Commissioner of Int0me-tax|Dire6tor 
of Income'Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of .Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. I570IF. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(ND-78)/ 

35(1) (ii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TWPIT, 2 7 'fi'jfel', 19 9 0 

I snwT 

»FT.*n. 1632 : —femtmT'r br fanpnj gfer tirmT smv 

I I fa ftHPufe r Tit, rnwr wftrffeiT, 1901 bt ctixt 3 5 
bt ~ ( 1 ) 1 b mur (ii) % far miw j . ffam b ffev 0 
b mffa - ftfau mfaTrft ffm fcmfaffe fef fe ''fer 1 ' % 
bfe % fefa wpftfar fen w it 

(i) b*RR mfaHR Tnft b fag to fen xfart fafe t 

(ii) a? flwrffer feat tto‘1 tt far Xlffaf faTOT 

stfa- fefe fe b far. rrfe; ^ t n nf fir siffe 
fanffet n tflwtfeF fern, "jfasrtMl *rrr" r 

fabfat Xfa fe fafe-n orrio bf bfe:, bfa 


(iii) nf fe b 31 nr fenfetfan xrffe b«r bt« 
nfa (t) mw fagPriw (^p), (v) nfax, 
nar bfatffe w^'anr ffrnnr Wrx (n) nwi *rr«£fcT/ 
*rrwx (^ 7 ) few sfaiftfex ff bTOr 

nsnr ^ xftxTrpwx srfaPm, 1901 bY nor os ( 1 ) 4 
^t far# fen nxr feffe b xti - if feT-Ttifer 
stfhvut figfTT bf 4t mgr 'fen 1 

nTranTrnw : qfar ffffax'T fen' ntTfeifet 4 0, 
smm bfa, ^ 7-40001 

nr nfugm ferfa 1 - 2-90 if 31-3-98 nr bf wxfa b 
fag nwnft # 1 " 

femit. i- w# ( 1 ) “fe" nfe b fag rruj, fef 

?fan 1 1 

3, jfa?;* br gurx fan xm % fa # mpffe br grftr 
irfer b fan wnwx fifew (^?) 

fefa sfmftmx it farm b mranr & *rw- 
tx ; ($r), ffnwr br nftutf it 

?nbm fe 'tnpffar br nrfa tit# b nXsr it fag 
nfafe-'TW bt fantn bt snff _ rai 1 1 

[ff. 1571 /qsi. ti. ff.fg./wr. 4 r. (ys)l 
*P5T./tiff-19 1 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 
nrx. , sr fafeir 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1632.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) Of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i j Tiie organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research, Technology 
Bhnwp.n’. New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) ; (bj Sec- 
rtuuy, 1 Department of Scientific & 
Industrial Research,' : and (c) Commis¬ 
sioner of Inconte Tax j Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
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31st October each year, a copy of its 
audited Annual Accounts and also a copy 
of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION: 

Poona Medical Research Foundation, 

40, Sassoon Road, 

Pune-411001. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-2-96 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply 
to organisations categorised as 
associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax [Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scienti¬ 
fic & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1571 |F. No. DG-IT(E) |Cal(M-191)/ 

35 (1) (ii) ] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
2 7 TOfi, 199 6 
ww 

•rr.wr. 1033 : —*rt?rran:oT fa gyggpT gfer ffarr mm i 

fa fa-'iNfan farfa- fa, wr wfafmni, mei fa am as 

OTffrrr (l) ftr iito (iij) % fag mwr ffarr %■ ffarr « 

% mffa fafipr infimift jnr ffarfafer wf 'fawR 1 %■ 
^ *gjfaffa fen mrr if 

(l) farw srpfaH ifaf % fag sr*pr farr tiiirr, 

(c) fa wfa farrfw mpim qrfaf m gy differ ffanur 
jwfsif ffafar % fan mfe fa % 3i nf fafa 
y fafaffe wijfaiR ffanr, 'fafafirfa wr" gr 
fapVff fa?, fa ftpfa-i ii,o i i; fa ifairg 

(a) fa Sffe fa ai mgpx rrr fasr-qfafer yiffa hw fa 
afa (v) wnm farffaw (®r), (jy) fafa, (yufe: 
a rj n fafafmr ngp'mA ffapr fa? (it) strum mpfe 
WIWT farffaw (h^) fefe warfiifax if mry faspr 
fam ft fax mwi wftrffarr, iyer fa sun as (i) if 
fag ag fxfa *ufa faffa fa fa % ar> if hm-ifafa n 
«rpt- n Ft ffanr fa fa fagr i 


figs g gg mg: ’gifa gffarfr ^rsfifar 

fitffifit, ia/ 2 , gfgfigfar gnt, 
grtM sfafgjmr nfTgr, ftwfV- 

1 10067 

15 faa^far ffafa 1 - 4-05 fr 31-3-03 mi? fa w=rfa >p 
fag Jnnfa ft i 

ffarfa : i. fa (i) "far" far ir fag t i faf 

ftkr i 

2 . x'w fa gm? ffar mm ft fa ft w^fifag fa 
nfaa fart ftr fag wwr fafer 

(®y) ffafa tfwrfwn; if 4fa?r fam ft ftt mwr if 
mn farfftfarr (s$fa, fa far afafa if 

wfam fa i flgtffar fa trrfa arjfa ft; fas if 
fag afaR-TX fa m srrfar, irffar Ifafar ? fafafw 
mrfam ffargr fa 'Ran ft i 

[fi. 15 7 2 /t^gi,fi. ^.fa./srr.T. (yz)l 
^fa./^.it.-72/35( l) (iii)] 
urc, fans;, m ffa®r<n 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1633.—-It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan', 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene- 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax [Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (I) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 
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NAME OF THE ORGANISATION : 

National Institute of Public Finance & Policy, 
18|2, Satsang Vihar Marg, Special Industrial 
Area, New Delhi-110067. 

On' Notificati'u is effective for the peood fr- m 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions) Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax [Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary. Depattment of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1572|F. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(ND-72)/ 

35(1) (iii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

XXrforrtr, 27 '‘Tfoqft, 1996 
vum 

xx.to. 163 4 :—xforraKn Ft fprTjrrr gfox foxx tot 
hr foTOfofox with Ft, toxxt vfofoxg, iosi Ft toxt 35 

Ft gsam ( 1 ) F iBTOr ( 2 ) % fog toto foxx F from e 

F infix foffor xifoxfot xrrr fxtxfofax tot? it “yfoxfort” F 

Fxfi % infix TOfotfox foxr xxt :— 

(i ) XXIX TOJXHTX XXXl % fog TOXX fojT Xffot T^XT I 

(ii) nafi ^TOfxsr vgxmx Frofi tot! x>t gx. xifon foxrx 
xdfo faxfix xfi % fog xFfo xx F 31 x$ xir gfox, 

X FRftfw TOJXTOX foXTX, "FtefifoFt XXX “ R 

ifofofi At, x£ fofot-nooifl 4 :) fifor, xV 

(iii) xf xrofo xF F 31 TOryxr w Fw-xfif>srx xtItox TOjt 
xr xfo (to) wtxtx xrofirtw (igx), (>?) xfox\ foTfxxr 
nro srttftfror TOfoErrx foxrx, Ftg (x) vrxxn; wtxxx/ 
ttxtt xyTfofor f^x) foxF sfoiftiw it xxx Fxxx 
XXTO fr Ffo TOXXT VfofoxT, 1961 'ft HOT 35 (l) g 

fog Xg ffoF TOXlfoFftlX ft Xt OX F xft g folT-Tfifax 
tox-tox f?xTX xf Ft sngx xfoT i 

trtfog FT TFT : fafoTf £Xfit?Tf 3 fi gny 

mfirr, 'fffoRt-3 3 3031, TRTXR 

x? irfirgTOn fixfo 1-1-95 fi a i-a-oe xxr Ft arxfo F 

Xg xroFt F 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 555 


Trfw tffo ( 1 ) "xx" for XX 1 ) % fog WR TOfr 

XtXT I 

2 . XX5X Ft gfTTX foxr XPTT $ fo X WgKtXX Ft 
vxfo xttx F fog toxht nrxTO|Vrx*rx friw 
pjx) foxF ^arfaxxx 4 forxx xxxr F X xtott 
X xyTfxtMi: (®x), xxrmTT Ft Ftx xfoxt 
if mxxx xrt 1 TOjxfox Ft irxftr xyfo F fifo if 
fog ►xtFtt-'xt Ft T5 gfrrt xfax, xjrrfox x 
sfrFrftpp xxxurx forox Ft xxjn tort >, \ 

[n. 1 R73/gg5.n. rr.fo./frr.F. (^)j 
fr! /srrc-7/35( 1 ) (ii)] 

TOT. fojj, faxVTV 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1634.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (l) of sec 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “University” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

( 1 ) The organisation will maintain separate 
books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific <fc Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director Gene- 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax|Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in. respect 
of its research activities for which exempt 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION: 

B'rla Institute of Technology & Science, 
Pilani-333031, Rajasthan. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisation^ catecoi.sed as associa¬ 
tions. 


fogFf : 1. 
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(2) the organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of. Income Tax 
(Exemptions.), Calcutta, through the 
Commissioner of Ineome-tax|Director 
qf Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation, Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, 

[No, 1573 |F. No. DG-TT(E) |Cal(R-7)/ 

35(1) (ii)l 

jojoajTQ Aq ‘hoNIS >1 

27 ioa<s 

3TRTF 

Ti. arr. 1635 . —iK-ftifcnTn; . TT 
ufacy fw ^rmr P % faFfrifiro *ir, utotf 
S tfufTTg, 1961 T?T STF 3 5 Sft TTUT’T (l) % SF? 
(ii) f f'T'T 3 TTT-TT frfTfi T DtT'F 6 „ t .T FSfF 
ftfftfT stTfir^rTT fTTfriFru riTf to ‘touiV f 
% srvfhi spjjjtf??y tviT u=n £ :— 

(i) ftot sr tTti a tpff spot tut 

<rfy!m ttt ; 

(ii) TS TFT ifTjfTS FTtVSTR *fnsft TOT TTT 

rup XTfhTr faTOT TOtT farfor «TU % frin 5IcTO7 T r f 

^ 3) toto, «&< tsrfhV. t arteribpp 

fTOTT ''stafrftaff * 1 UV' to fitriWf M, nt feKsfV- 
1100] 6 TO '^TT ; FF 

(ill) TO TOW TO % si ipflJTO FT-p b'sTT- 

q-Tvfsr-r ttFw ^rar ft nfr (t>) uytof TOTfTOTw 
(ST), [*%) TWi, aTOfW TT«T| TOTOfTO 3T^SITT 
fVflFT 3TIT (TO UTOTF arrow, 3rotTF nufTOsw (©£) 
fTO% p aTOFwF if 3T<T FTOU TOTT P VF VITOTF 
TOuTOTOr} 1961 TO ura 35 (l) jr fr TO fTOTO 

fTOtf TOT TOiTO WZ T TF if TOTT TOtrTO UTO 

aq-T fTOTO TO TO r FTO TOUT I 

TTO’t TO TFT: roll tTO ft TO hi.FT. TTOr 

wjfhpEFT rof jtWrfTO 
yrxowry-3s ooos 

TO TOTOTTr fn-Tfy l-fos t 31-3-96 w ii 

KTTfer % fT( ■FTEfi ft I 

TOTO):— 1 STT'H VTi ( 1 ) “TO” TOf TO‘1 % fan 
TTO TO) ITST I 

C". 

2 , tftto TO *piro hrrr, tout £ fa ^ 
TOTOro TO uTOr T?r-t % fro stottf 
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FTTTT/Fnr iF; pRfipf; (yjix) faTO TOTTfEWiT* 
T TOFU 'T.FTT {% % ipFTiy cj FpyETT Tf?r- 

(cj), tt ffpi nfhTr if 

UTim TF, ■‘FTOTTU qh SprftT ^FT % 
yripir fsprr TO ^ finror qif 

srfnfr ftot & » 

-o 

[TT. 1574/qq;.Tr. F.hT./TTT.T. (^)/ 1 
qFi./sfV-46/3 5( l) (ii)] 

FF fry, 

Calcutta, the 27th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S O. 1635.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax, Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain (separate 

books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 3 1st May of 
each year;and 

(iii) It will submit to the ,(,a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department .of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax|Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annuaf 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in. respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-sectim (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, J961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Nagri Eye Research Foundation, C. H. Nagrl 

Municipal Eve Hospital, Ellisbridgc, 

Ahmedabad-3 80006. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (l) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 
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(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates mid well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction, over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should he sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1574IF. No. DG-IT(E)|Cal(G-46)|35(l) (ii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
TRTTRT, 28 PFfaf 1998 
?rp : Hi 7 ' 

t>T. 3T. 1 638.—rpTn'T'JPXT fa rifTT 

*(farr [fan ^rrrr ft far famfaffar farsp fa, 3173?^ 
sqftrfatrr, i 96 i sjft stitt 35 fat (1) % 

(ii) % fan; tTr j ?TT r faprr % faptr 6 4 r srsffa fafai 
vrfcmfa fa^rfafjacT writ f "her” % h'=pf 
% srcfta Ffaffap fan nrciT ft :— 

(i) faraT swfsr-f Tfaf % fan; sp=pt fagT 
?far 

(ii) f nrh 'farfan sFfan fafah triT tt 

qsp aTiPP fsRToi ifafa fafap? m % fan fafa fa 
P 31 fa rPF fafa, ^ 5 frrTP P faafafa FjfaR fagtfa 
“sfttftfirfa ns, fa fafar -11 ooie 

fa htnr; far 

(iii) f fafa fa % 3 t swjstt pp fasr- 

pAffar Rfap fapt fa far (p) ffSTffanw 

(pp), (*f) nfafa tpifap ci«rr fafaffat nfauin 
fawTP far (p) nrPPP nprPT nn?pn- FTfafant? 
(pp) fafa efaTfsprP ft PTP 4 PSP TPTT | aflp 
ntPP 5 : fafam, i98t fa srrrr 35 ( 2 ) ft fa fa 
ffaft fpp? par ftfaffa p*p p fa ft fan faffa «mr 
®pp famp pH fa vRn spfar 1 

4ppp tp Pip: m-nfa fttrp ft. -5 2 PTPif? 7 " ntn 

ftp, ITTPrPPfp, p£R-9 7 1 

p? nfy^ppr fa'iip 2 - 3-9 6 ft 31-3-98 ppt fa 
ppftr P fan rwifa ft 1 

fpRift - 1. Ppfap fa (i) "PP” fal ftfa % fan 
•7TP faf ?TPT I 

2. PP5P fa PjPTP fa(T P1PT ft fa t 
PPPfai fa- p.T(P falp ft fan pip^.r 
PT^PT/prp-K r fppiJTP (®P) fap% 
1292 GI/96—8 


afaltcTTPT ft 4 PPP PfalT ft ft P 1 SPTP P 
PTPPt pgrrpppp (WP), PPPPPT fa 

pfp afppf P ptppp ph i iT^rifan fa 

ppfa PfaP % PPP p fan mfa-p-pp 
pit faflTP pit pp.p p^'tt | 1 

[p. 1575 /T'h.p.p.fp./pi .P, (®P)/pp/fa.np.- 55 / 

35( 1 ) (ii)] 
PF fap, PP fafap 

Calcutta, the 28th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1636.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1 ) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association" subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) Tire organisation will maintain separate 

boohs of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road. New Delhi-110016 
for every financial yeai by 31st May ol 
each year; 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax (Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in. respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (J) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Malladi Research Centre, No. 52, Jawabarlal 

Nehru Road, Ekkathuthangal, Madras-97. 

Tills Notification is effective for the period from 
2-3-95 to 31-3-98. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions, 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
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(Exemption:;). Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax Director 
of Income T:u (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial .Research. 

[No. 1575[F. No. DG-IT(E)jCal. (TN-55) |35(1) 

(ii)l 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

TOTYTT, 2 8 TOTTf, 1 9 9 6 
TOFTO 

TO. TO . 1 6 3 7-—rpfmOTTaT Tt TOTTTVT TJTTOT fw 

toft $ f% frrprffffer totto to, totto TOhiTOPT, 

1961 ETFT ,15 ^TOTTOTT (l) % J3W (ii)^f^ 
TOYTO fTYT Y f*TYT 6 T TOTIT frffT TOfTOTfir 

arrr ftrofrofTOT toy? to "totty” % wr to ffrftT 

(FJtflfer fTOTT TTO % :— 

(1) TTTO TOTOTTY TOT? % fspt TOTT SPIT TfehT 

WTT t 

( 2 ) TO TOY zfJVTfTY TOfTTOY TOtfV TOT? TO 

Ty Iytoto to^t faTtr to t fro 

F? % 31 Yf TOT YfiTO, TOTlf-TT T 
afhatfVp *PT<T*THTT fTOTTT, ''TiTOlfTYt TOY” 

TO TOs - , ni fassft-110 016 TO 

tottt, yV 

( 3 ) Tf tTOy TO % 31 TOT ^T- 

qTOlwr Trfw TO TOr (y) TiTto 
TOnfroiTY (®s), ) TOto, #,yt1tt fyt 

TOTOfTY TTY7T4TY fTOTTT TOt (n) TTWV 
Tnjw/iTRTT tnpfYYYY (to) fro% wrr- 
f'JYT T ff TFT TT5Y TX3T t sfT T ■rriNT 7 ' 
XrfafYTT, 1961 TO um 35 ( 1 ) Y TO 

Tf fTOTT fYTT TOT rf-TfsTT TO % 

yTO Y ^rr-TfifepT toy-toy TOyr TO 

TO TFft TOTT t 
TORY PT YTY : fTOTO YTTOTO TO YP 

(TO .f .rpT.TO.T.fV. ), 

40,TFT TF1 t FIT, Y'lfTOTO 
1 10003. 

Y£ TOTOpYYT fTOlTY 1-4-95 T 31—3—96 TP 

TO totTO % fro yytTO % 1 

fTOYTO : 1 . TOqTfT Tif ( l) "TOr” sfur TTO? T fp-q 
ttt Tfr TOyt 1 


2. TORY TO TTTOT f?YT TOOT I fp t 
TOtTOyY TO YYfT TOtT ^ fTT TOYTT 
toyyt/toyyt fr??rp (TO) 

tWrftFFrr ifTO TTOT & % YETT Y 
TOYpT YflfTYTY (t?t), TOTTOTT TO 
tflT TfTOT T : TO TOT TO, FTTOTT ^ 
5TTRi TOTT % TTT n 1 fTT ’FTTOFTOf 
Tt fTTTT TO TTOT TOTT 11 

[TOF 1 576(FT.Tf. T. fTO/TO .TO (TO)/YT . / 

to. ^.- 122 / 35 ( 1 ) (ii)] 

tot . fir?, to fro tot 

Calcutta, the 28th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1637.-—It is hereby nmitied for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :—- 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, Technology Bhav/an’, 
New Mehrauh Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year ; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (ai Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions!, (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus' 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax!Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, bv the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Delhi Library Network (DEI.NET). 40, Max 

Mueller Marg, New Delhi-110003. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (l) above will net apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 
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f'ST'T II —m 3 (j i)] 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates anti well in advance lor 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of rncome-tax]DireUur 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction! uver the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

LNo, 1576]F. No. DGTT(E)|Cal(ND-122)|35( 1) 

(U)i 

R. S1NGII, Dy. Director 
qrqq'qr, 28 TXTflr, 1090 
qrqqrr 

SFT. 5ttT. 16 38—qt Pqq5m vjfqq 

fqnrr qrqr I fin (qrqfqfaq qqsq qr, wfpt 
srfafqqq, i96i qff urn 35 k qqqrrr ( 1 ) t 
w (ii) % faff srrwT fqqq % fqqq 6 % qurq 
fa%r iriftr^rCr ^nr fqrqfafigq qqf qv “rfrq- R » % 
qq*f % sqffq qqrrrfet fwt WT £ :— 

( 1 ) w-q qrjwrq qnqr % faf} jpqq %?jr 
arfpf '•PtgT 1 

( 2 ) q| qqq ^5rtfmf qqrfurq qq'tft sF-r-qff 

m qp? mfirqr fqqruT favfhr q«f % 

5T#Tt W T 3 1 q# ^ rrf'rpr, qrfqq 
q 3jWrf% qqfiurq fqqpr, qkrtfqqff 
VPFT iprrMf TT5, n't feqff-110 016 ^PY 

ark 

(3) q^ qq^ 3 i 3 ptg;qr qq; %qrr-qfTpwq 

qtfqq' kitt qfq (ft) 5 twt qfrfq&pp 
(®s), (qt) qfqq qqifqqr q-qr qkfrfqqr 
qqrfqrq fqqrq aflc (q) qrq-qr wrqqq/ 
snqqrT q^ifq?^ (©t) fwfr wnfarw 
q qqq qqsq qqqr 1 aftT srfqfqqq, 

1 961 apt STITT 35 ( 1) fTq^ fk-Tt PVT 

qqfaq ©£ % qkq iTTt-q^rfiTq qTq-sqq 

k 'rft TOP q'kT 1 

qqsq qrq 

WTr q?¥ qqTftqq 
qfitq PT Ttq, ^fitrq , R-211 u02- 

StftTtRTOP fqqiqt 1—4—95 % 3 1—3—96 
0\ qafu ^ %q qqrft 11 
fecqvft: 1 . ww qq( 1 ) ‘‘kt” ^qrfisrrf q- faff 
qrq q£f 1 


2 . qq©q ?pt qmq fw 5iTqt | % ff 
qqqrqq qf qqfa qffa T faff snwq 
imaffq/qrqqr fqqqqr (©a;) faqip 
qqrfuqnT q farsq qtqT ‘t % qreqq- 
q qptqr^: qfrfqgpqt (®?)i ‘PPqr^rr 
qfi cfm qfqqr q w^qq qtr, st^qtqq 
qqfu qstq % qqq q f^ 
qTfi'qq-q^ afi fqqTq qf q^qq qr^ytr 1 1 

[iw 1577 /mq.q, q.fq./qr.qt. (©q)/qrq./ 
<iq.qr.-98/35( 1 ) (ii)] 

qR. fit?, qq fqqjftqr 

Calcutta, the 28tli February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1638.-—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
lias been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
puiposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category ‘'Institution” subject to the following 
conditions :— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mehrauli Road, New' Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax [Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section ( 1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

Kamala Nehru Memorial Hospital, Hashimpur 

Road, Allahabad-211002. 

Tills Notification is effective for the pend from 
1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (]) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 
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2. 7753 Ft 7777 fmrr 7i3T t fa 7 
733733 37 ) 73fir 317 % % fa3 77377 
fa^TT (W5) fjpT% 
wwifsT^PP" 77737 7 ? 7 r | % 77677 7 
773377 7oTf77737 (^ 3 ) 3773777 tt 

m3 3)37') 3 71777 37 <’ vwfan 3t't 
y^fa 35T3 % 333 3 f3?7 7T^37-73 

37) Unrur 37) 7757 37777 1 1 

[377T 1578/777.7. 3. f7. /*TT. 37 . ( %?)/ 
TT./^t.-l 1 735( 1 ) (ii)] 

377 . )7? 33 f33TO 


(2) Tlu organisation is advised to apply 
'11 triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions). Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax jDirector 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction, over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1577]F. No. DG-TT(E)[Cal (ND-98)|35( 1) 

(ii)] 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 
3777777, 2 8 97T3f), 1996 

W 

YT. 77 . 1 6 3 9—TTyiWT Tf T33JTT7 ^farT 
fa37 7737 t fa ffiPTfafam 3333 S77387T 

yfyf337 1961 sift mm 35 3 ftswm ( 1 ) % 

(ii) % fm) trrmrT fmrn % fmtn 6 %toffa M ?3 

nrfmfmfr skt fmmhTfw ml qy “33" % 

333 % Wfft3 mpfrfm-T fa37 737 I :— 

(i) 3353 SnpftTPT 3T3f % fm? 333 33TT 
3fj|3t 3131, 

(ii) 35 333 4577)337 333313 331ft 333) 

377 33 : 3T)737 f33T3 Srifa favfW 33 % f73 

577337 33 % 3 1 7$ 337 3f33' 3 3)37133 

377373 f33T3 ' 333' : ^ 3tp(Wt Yfa, 

3$ fa^ft-l 10016 Tt 3337,317 

(iii) 3? 33Y 37 % 31 33 ^ 33 ; 331 3^7-7^7313 

31)731 3mr 37 ) 7f7 ( 37 ) WFt 737 ) 3333 (^ 3 ), 

(^) 7f77, 4*7)337 337 i(1d7f337 3^373 fwi, 

3fk ( 7 ) 373377- 37333/373373 715Tf3?7T37(7^5) fmfa 
737fy37T 7 333 3753 7337 | 3'tT 373377 3f«f337, 
1961 3?) U17 35(l) 3 if) 7t fatfa f7.77 

737 73 ) 33 - 7f5 37 373 7 3'37-7fteff73 377-333 

f3313 37) '41 7773 3777 I 

7753 877 377 

rfm 37 7137 7)171373 37.377.7)37/2 

fa7 iJW $3f<7<J37 ¥ *55, 'sftjf 8737 ilS, 

famft-1 10033 

7^ TfmjHTT forty 1-4-96 7 31-3-96 337 

7f) 77f7 % f77 73l41 % I 

fsreq-nfr : 1 . yq-^'83 77 ( 1 ) “ 77 ” 7)71737 % fa3 
377 3^7 3777 I 


Calcutta, the 28th Febmary, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1639.—It is hereby notified for general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Association'’ subject to the following 
conditions ;— 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bliawan’, 
New Me’nrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 3.1st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) Tt will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus - 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax | Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

KhorakjwaJa Foundation, BFF|2, Dilkush 
Industrial Estate, G. T. Kamal Road, 
Delhi-110033. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 

1-4-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 
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■qiqqq/’qiqTV fqqsw (^r) fqq% 
^qrfariq fi qqsq q?qr | % qreqq # 


[will—afe c(ii)] 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director Central of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-taxiDirector 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 

copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1578 |F. No. DG-IT(E) |ND-117|35( 1) (ii )1 

R. SINGH, Dy. Director 

Tqqqr 2 811^^, 19 96 

TT . WT . 1 6 4 0 —tmWTTT qY TTqqJKr tjNct fipq'r 

srrqT | fr fqFqfqfaq qq^q tY qrqT 7 qfafqqq, 

1961 ^Yum 3 5 Tf TTETPir (l)% ^ (ii) % 

fqY qtqT 7- fqqq T fhrrn 6 T STtfPT 
fq%q qrfaTpY g-iTf fqrqfqfqrq wff qr “q«rrq” 
% wf % mm qFpftfTt frqr qqr |;— 

(i) qqsq tppfyrq Tiqf % faq qqq mrr 
arf&rf •p#irr i 

(ii) q^mrY qqrfqr q-jqsnq qqtfr Tim tt 
UT qrfqT fftTRT RqT faqtq TT % fnT 5TRT qq 
T 3 1 qf q*r, qfYq, qjnfqT q qmrfqtT qqvwrq fqqrq, 
"qWjTfqqh qqq” ^ hffjvft tRt, qf fqmt -1 1 o u 1 6 
Tt #srqT,. sftr 

(iii) qf spqr T 31 sTTjqq qT 7P3T- 

qqtsftq rnfaT mrr Tf qfq (t) mqTrq^ifqqvfT 
(w:), (n) qfqq, tqrfqT qqr qRfrfqT mqutq 
fqqyq, sYr (q) ■qiqTx m^qq/wwr qmfqqTT 
(^jq) ff gqq qqqq qmr 

qqqTq qfqfhqq, i96i qY urn 35 ( 1 ) ft qY q£ 

fTqq qqi qqftq yz T tr q-' mTr-qYitwq 
unq-sqq f|qiq tY tff R3jq Tmr I 

qqqq ti qm 

t.t. fqqqr PTrsrY, mq’r famr frftyq (5 q?qr) 

1 9 t^xstt qrsft qnf, q£ hmff 

q^ qfuqqqr fqqtT 2 3- 12-95 q 31 - 3-9 n ut 
T t qqfa' T fYq qqrqr 1 1 
fqRift : 1. qrpjqq qr?f (i) ‘ W mq % fqq 

qii[ q^r ^Yqr 1 

2 . qqsq tt fqqr qiqt % fi< q 

qqqfqq Tt qqfq qfrq T fT-f mqTT 


WiqTq q^lfqqWT (tt), TqTqt Tt 
q'fq qfqqf q qrYqq tT, qqqfqq qY 
qqfq qftq % tfqq q fqq qrqqq-qq 
TY fqqtq TT TTm | I 

[qqqT 1379 /qT.q. q.fq./mr.T. 
(t5q)M^q.qY.-5 2/35/(l)(ii)] 
qrq. )q?, qq fqqqfT 

Calcutta, the 28th February, 1996 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1640.—It is hereby notificd or general in¬ 
formation that the organisation mentioned below 
has been approved by the Prescribed Authority 
under Rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, for the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the 
category “Institution" subject to the following 
conditions • 

(i) The organisation will maintain separate 

books of accounts for its research 
activities ; 

(ii) It will furnish the Annual Return of its 
scientific research activities to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus¬ 
trial Research, ‘Technology Bhawan’, 
New Mchrauli Road, New Delhi-110016 
for every financial year by 31st May of 
each year; and 

(iii) It will submit to the (a) Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Indus' 
trial Research, and (c) Commissioner of 
Income Tax|Director of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), having jurisdiction over 
the organisation, by the 31st October 
each year, a copy of its audited Annual 
Accounts and also a copy of audited In¬ 
come & Expenditure Account in respect 
of its research, activities for which exemp¬ 
tion was granted under sub-section, (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

NAME OF THE ORGANISATION 

K. K. Birla Academy, Surya Kiran Building 

(5th floor), 19 ,Kasturba Gandhi Marg, 

New Delhi. 

This Notification is effective for the period from 
23-12-95 to 31-3-96. 

Notes : (1) Condition (1) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associa¬ 
tions. 
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(2) The organisation is advised to apply 
in triplicates and well in advance for 
further extension of the approval, to 
the Director General of Income Tax 
(Exemptions), Calcutta through the 
Commissioner of Income-tax |Director 
of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction, over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension 
of approval should be sent directly to 
the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research. 

[No. 1579|F. No. DG-IT(E) |Cal(ND-52) |35( 1) 

Gill 

R. SINGII, Dy. Director 
tutw fFwpr 
(ttfut) 

rrtfcwft, 17 R'f, 1996 
f^TT'T 

Wo Wo 1641 t— TtTCTFT "F3T-WT StfbfmPt, 18 99 
( 1899 FT 2) FT tTET 9 FY TT-'JP.T (i) F WF 
(w) 3TTT ST?rt 5T%4f FT TTTPT FTT FTfFv 

stftt TfRsrrt ft rtf fttY t Ft ^ 

t'F WF FYcr?, *TTFTfiT STCT 15 BTF, 1 996 FT 

wFfer Iff trn ttf-itf ft? tp* F Wct so 
fDt % Twr ttw F oooooi F oosooo ff 
Ft fVfFe Fftt wF wt/FFt fFFrw gwrr tiff 
wrt F ft F Tfrr FtfF/rF Ftff Ft T^fF F Fj- 
tFf tt tf srfFfFTT % tft tttt $ i 

[tfo 3 7/9 G— T TT r T—W 0 Fo-14/l/9 6-fTo To] 

TTo fRK, VTW TtfF'T 

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th May, 1996 
STAMPS 

S.O. 1641.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
tal of sub-section (.1) of Section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 18991, the Central Government hereby remits 
the’duty with which the bonds in the nature of promissory 
notes described as Unsecured Redeemable Fully Paid-up 
Bonds beams distinctive numbers 000001 to 005000 of the 
value of rupees one lakh each aggregating to rupees fifty 
erodes only allotted to 15th March, 1996 by State Bank of 
Saurushlra, Bhavnagar are chargeable uuder ho said Act. 

[No. 37|96-Stamps-F. No. 14/1/96 ST] 

S. KUMAR, Under Secy. 

(tiifw ftF famr) 

(tfwTTVTTT) 

t=rf fc?FY, 20 nf, ioog 

Wo TTo 1642 '•— FfFTF fFfFfiTFT srfFfFtTT, 

194 9 ( 1949 FT 10) Ft STITT 56 F TT4 TuFT 
1TTTT 53 STF 5FTTT tfifFiFi FT TTN FtF ^T, wFYt 
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btftt, TrnFYr YctF Ff FT faFrfTtr tf Fttft fttt 
t Tf srfFfFwr FY arrr 1 1 FT 3thrt i F 

3TFHT STTFTTl TKTcT F wftT^WTT F TFT 
ar-TFST F 31 RTF, 1998 ?TF tf^FFt FFYt FF RFi'- 
fFT, TRT$ (tTo T°) qy; WT rjjfJ ^ffF | 

[Fo 1 ( S)/36—rro^fYo] 

Ff° tr 0 hTRTlpTFT, WFT BfFF 

(.Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 20th May, 1996 

S. O, 1642.—In exeicise of the owers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Btmking Regulation Ac r , 1949 
(10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recommenda¬ 
tions of tile Reserve Bank of India declares that the provisions 
of sub-section 1 of Section 11 of the said Act shall not apply 
to the Sahakari Kendriyn Bank Maryadlt, Damoh (M.P.) 
from the date of publication of this notification j n the 
Official Gazette to 31st March 1998. 

[F. No. l(S)/96-AC] 
B. A. NARAYANAN, Under Scey. 

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1643.—In the notification No. l(9)/96-AC dated. 
New Delhi the 21st March, 1996, published in the Gazette 
of India Part II, Section 3(ii) dated 6th April, 1996 vide 
S.O. 1052, the word “apply” to be added in the fifth line 
after the words "shall not” and the word “Bondh” to be 
read as “Boudh” wherever it occur. 

[No. 07.38,05/95-96] 
R. G. PANDAY, Asstt, General Manager 

tttItf 'jtF, tjtFtftt tftF FYt zrrTvff'i'ti fFFTT 

Ftftt 

^farFY, 14 *t£, 19 9b 

ft O W 0 16 4 4 :—FTfTT FTFTT FT faffcT TTfFFTTT 
3TU fwfFr frYur (FT% w^fF FfFr) tt Yfftt 

FcF F FTTTF, TWUTT ST FTT % Yf 73TTT fTTT£ F 
gfupT BTTFT TT? FFi BTT TFTF 4rfFfF=UT, 1976 
( 1976 FT 60) FYC WT 31>< EFT ’TRF (RTFT FT 
tl-TmTT) f'FUT, 1987 F TTFJT F WJFT k FR 
^t=T FT F4TFTT | fF To efTirTR JTFFT Ft WlftT 

F wrmT wnc tFtt Fk fsrfuvr qfFF 4 ffTFf F 
Fw ^rr c|ft; 

wr:, F-stYr tttftt, : flYakFW ft etkt so 
FFcTRT ( 7 ) TFT WTFT FfFFY FT 5TFN FT! 
ttff T^t Ft 30 FYfDr fF 3 F fft. yfid. 

FTFF ^lfTd ^TFjY-FFfFwT % W FT 

(fFF ?TF TWITT t(TFT F"f>T F3T ^) Tfi'FfiiT 

WFtrW T{ttF FFtFFx FtFt TTfStF/FT, ^TT'TTT JUT 
fFFT FFT | FTT faF TT^TT^T fF?^ wf oFFoYYo j\ 




f'flm I [— *n; 3 (ii)] ' 

09/95/12 wrf* 6 - fo'Tr ■fTTr n, ffTRTTT 5 T*TPim 
JT^rfnpT «jrrift % I 

jrr^r (snufa %m) *un«fTi (jt^tt 

Vr 3 ) qsT tY-ft tfiffFfiY arfir^fffr isufit 30000 

f-fFTtoPT sd^ "JJrWiT W3T 2 00 fWWW | I 
<ur TrrT’TT'T srr (f) 10 fwfaw | 1 ^ 

bjx % fsfjwr sir'P^T^ sftr«TR^r wib 
100 SfeTSfiT f: I VTTTfflfr BrTfiTR vrflfri h:i & 
fW'frr tut 9000 x 3000 fBvfWfcr | 1 fctt 
^*£1111 3. 5 3TT'TR % 16 ’jsnfto't FT 



MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES, CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

New Dllhi, the 14lh May, 1996 

S.O. 16-4-4.—Whereas the Central Government after consi¬ 
dering ihe report submitted to it by tho prescribed authority 
(see figuic below) is satisfied that the Model described in 
the stud report is in conformity with the provisions of the 
Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) 
and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of 
Models) Rules, I9R7 and the said model is likely to main¬ 
tain accuracy over period's of sustained use and to render 
accurate service under varied conditions. 


: f4 R. 199i;|Jd [ tt: 1R, 191 a 1975 

xt *fspjsf TV 13 fa^fcftaT XT sriTTr TT 7 
tST^TT TriT t ft BUTSl rilN 'TfUTiF ^Tfn | I 

Trf TTFUT 2 3 0 5 0 £ 5FTT=Rff Um 

TTTB TT mnflul sfiTf f I 

3TTT, %iftT TUrtfjp-, TEW | fSfT REST 

% aiTEtm % TT VRTB T5I Y aiTRR R# fafTtTKlT 

xs 

TiU ’Ttfr faSTRT £ Tf'tBTl 3ilT ts^fr RUnf! R, fnRY 
SfdfflfTri RTBR BT fcfBRUr flTTI BRT g fTfafRR 
.10 33T arfiJ^rur erRFrr ret vm^ RB, RRitfcrr 
3T> Rfft 47 BtYeTR RET TTER TRETE vft % t 



['FI oR ° 3eFT^o FJT-2 1 ( 1 6 ) /9 3] 
UriTT ’4tTTFTT, R^Ri RfET 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. the 
Central Government hereby publishes the certificate of 
approval of the model of the self-indicating non-automatic 
clcctro-mechanical weighbridge of type SLWC-30 series of 
class III with brand name “IPA” (hereinafter referred to as 
the model) manufactured by M's. Integrated Process Auto¬ 
mation, 472 'B2, 12th Cross, IV Phase, Peenya Ind Area, 
Bnnga/ore-dfiOO.SR, and which is assigned the approval mark 
!ND|00!95]12, 

The model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class III) weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 
30000 kg and minimum capacity of 200 kg, The verifica¬ 
tion scale interval fe> is 10 kilogram, It has a tare device 



1976 
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with it 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The 
load receptor is of rectangle, shape of sides 9000 X 3000 nuli- 
metres, The fdpha numeric LCD display of character size 
13 milimetrc height indicates the weighing result. '1 he 
instrument optratos on 230 volts, 50 Herts alternate cunent 
power supply. 



14^, 19 90 

^To'sn'o , 1 645. - , -%5fT I T I P"'PT 7 ' PT fafjtT Tff&PTTff 
ItTf fprli 3TT#T ^grr) qr fag-p - 

% qWrT, lETTHR fft PTT £ fp 3rfi A 

inw vrz a fir trpi art srfgfarR, 1976 ( 1976 

WT 60) 3^ 5TTT afK >119 9TPP : FT RAlTT) 

fim, 1987 % P 3R^T £ sftr S7T 

IDTP3TT % fp ^ T9TTR Tftff Pt iTPfa it zRTCT^TT 
3PTTF TtfAT 3f[r faftfW qfvfrtqfTTt if RTTtP ATT 
£rfT TfFTT J 

3fT: TfTTffT, tsrfufaTT PI UtTT 3 6 

TTWiTT (7) T |7 T STPiff ^lfpfiTT PT JPftff PPP |'E 
ft P?r 2 r ' r 0 ?TTT *t> RT: ’J’PP 


lurthet in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (12) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the model 
shall also cover the weighing instrument of similar make, 
accuracy and performance of same series with maximum 
capacity of 40 time manufactured by the same manufacturer 
in accordance with the tame principle and with the same 
materials with which, the approved model has been manu¬ 
factured. 



[File No. WAT 21C16)/93] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt.'Secy, 

^rfaeT cftvFT PT (fif iff ^fif 

TRrra; fts”t p?i wr £) fir Apr fpfffpfa- aaa 

fit? jfm ATCETlP, ftPTSPr ATCP P° 17, TTfl- 3 rp- 
tffp 43 / 1 , n?, Tptffrr 3 Trf fp^f APT 

% ?PH fa A offffKT fa?A 3 nfomro-^o/ 09 / 94/4 3 
AAdfcw fpTT W % aprsfiw PAPPTcr PprfaA pfaff % \ 

ATPA (aTffn fffaE) 0 ;p ASAA (TTfarlT *PT 3 ) 

PT ATAA TTPttt f faffpV arfffPAA STAdT 2 fpvmi'!A 
affr fRAA STAAT 2 0 A (A £ I ARTAA ATAATA afcR 
(#) 1 trw fr 1 taa rrp far 7 : qffa % fa*TPT stpa- 
afap 'ifTariTUf far star- 100 AfifaA f, 1 afpi# 
amrArpr 7 3 uiTt pi I faAPi Ai^f 1 5 0 fAvffafcT 

I 1 T? 13 fffaTAlP 7 ATPR Pf AT 7 " ’sf^fa ASRfp 
5TPT5T PRRA TiiftT Aavuf ffTT TfffWItT RJ^VfiT TTcff 



[«mr II—to 3 (ii)] 


THPTff: SpT . 8 , 1996 /^^ 18 , 1918 


1977 


t i 230 fft??, 50 jr&T stwrrwf stitt 

Orsia ffffTq ffT q'qrf'Td |tor | i 



indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 
230 volts, 50 hertz alternate current power supply. 



[ffifoffo 3-S?tTo ttff 2l( 4 9) / 9 2] 

• o 

New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 


[F. No. WH-21 (491/9] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

fanriff) 

ffffSvvft, 14fff, 1996 


S.O. 1645.—Whereas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report is in 
conformity with the provisions of the Standards of We'ghts 
and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of 
Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 19S7 
and the said Model is likely to maintain accuracy over 
periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under 
varied conditions ; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred bv 
' tub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of 
Model of self-indicating non-automatic, weighting instrument 
if type Multi weight-LTS 2000 (hereinafter referred to as 
,the Model) manufactured by M/s. Integrated Process Auto¬ 
mation Devices, Site No. 17, SRY No. 43/1, Hassergatta 
Road. Bangalore, and which is assigned the approval trunk 
TND|09/94/43 ; 


The Model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
'cjlass III) weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 
kilogram and minimum capacity of 20 gram. The veri¬ 
fication scale interval (e) is 1 gram. It has a tare device with 
100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The load 
receptor is of square shape of side 150 millimetre. The 
four segment LED display of character size 13 m llimetre 
1292 GI/36—9. 


^MoSTTo 1646. —KtffR, 3TC 3fft ffTff 

ffTffffi 3Tfefffffff, 1976 ( 1976 ffff 60 ) STITT 

36 ffffffiTJ (7) affT (l2) fflTT ffff 

fffftff ffiTfr fir, afiT yriTci nmr % TTffftffi 
^TTfffrTT ffTff% 3DT RTqrifHffi fqd <44 Bet 1 riq ffH 

STfriTfridT ffWiffi fftToSlTo 2751 cTITnff 29 fBrTRTT, 

1994 ffT 3E'f7Tffr ffffRreff ^ 73r=R arf ^riHT % 

fiffl ffT5 Jr TTSftSR sRcff :— 

Srfi 3rf£FpffT % TTT 3 % TT3 Jr, 

(i) “t/ff- 25 ” srsrc sfk sifffr Jr 3 # ftTfffalw 
qrsff 3ftT siffT ffffTffifffff fffrer t^f, 
spiff!:— 

"tpro;/!-?” 

(ii) "riff-7 5 ” 3TfffT stTt otttt % Fffrff 

“riff ffff- 75 ” 2t«p: ffk ffqt 1 

ff o 21 (6 3 ) / 9 5 ] 
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(Department of Civil Supplies) 


New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1646.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
sections (7) and (12) of Section 36 of the Standards of 
Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976), and ip 
partial modification of the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Civil Supplies, Consumer Affairs 
and Public Distribution number S.O. 2751 dated the 29',h 
Sep'ember, 1994, the Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the said notification, namely : — 

In the said notification, in paragraph 3, 

(i) before the leffer and figures ‘H 25’, the following 
words and figures shall be inserted, namely : — 

“MS-7” 

(ii) for the letter and figures “M-75" the letters and 
figures “MS-75’’, shall bo substiiuted. 

[File No. WM-21 (63)'95] 
RAIIV SRIVASTAVA, It. Secy. 

14Ri, 1996 

ffffoaTTo .16 47. —RrfSmft 
SRT fatfrcT ^fsrr>;) qr fRTR 

jfiRf % wr^, imre-id ii ffffT t far f'iti if 
’TfoTcT RTSfiT <7TT ay ffTT RTffli 3ifilf«HT ( 1976 
( 197 6 ffff 60) afTp ^ 3(Vi; RPT tiWF (RrSTT ffff 
ffftPT, 1987 % dWTl % ar^q- g yfR 

w sner -tff irmtRrr | fa ^ httrir topi q?r apiftj 
SFTTTr T^T sfR fafaff Tf\fc«rf?TPff it 
'J'PJrfi ^cTT ; 

3RR %73fpT TOR, arfUfTPI ffff 8TTTT 36 

^stitt (7) «y wmrj (e) 3711 rttt RTf’rRtff 



tit 577 % gtr, psn'4pr rt 3 "?• rh uy 

% T^RC ffC-FTffffTRT 3/TT 

% RTSiff ffff (mill HTTP 'RRIRI RTRT W 

t) fifd'ITT fa plTOT WfW 4 FT falT£5U? ttT 

fs-rfaih', prt wr^f, n-r ®tk 'w u t 

fcwRT riff 6 fSTS't, 0 8, tRpff, 3WTT5ITC SRI farrf 

W | 3)V fa-if f ; T£ff opr^oPffofio/09/9 5/ 

3 5 fa;ffr ffi(T 3pjtffte?r RTTlWRcI JR.lfaRT 

qr<ffr I 1 

PTSTiff (sirffff ^farr) tR TO ffST^dT (inffT^ffl 
riff 3) TTlf^yr g/ffT ‘ri'iffff | fciffrift 'fffriririff CTRriT 
3 000 ffiMHlR afk ^rfFTR SflDPiT 20 flRilTiR | I 
tr^tt-t rthtft brit {§) 1 f i-.wnriir | 1 strut 

ay (snfarfff f 1 anTi^ffTT aiT^fa' 

ffff I fffff-ffr RRT 1 500 X 1 800 ffiTfoyr I I 

rY aifit eftvf qfsXiR ffRrr | 1 

anf, %ry irmr, ^ tTr<T ^ ( 12 ) 

51TT Sifalff riff Rtfrc st,-y grr, qq tfrqary qr? 3 T 

I fff k' ^ W RfflR Ref %■ 3fqTRT 

Ttft fiyffferr 517T -Jiff ySIRT % Sfi^TT ay 7P) 
RTRlft ?r, ftlfTir afURTfel trRvf ffff fqf'TtTItT fWT 

tror t M-rfyr 3 Tff, 5 gff, 20 eit, 25 err, 30 rt, 

40 E3T, 50 57T, 60 55 ay 100 ETf qff aTfynffR 
aTffdT R7PPT Rffi, ffPlff’TT ay Pifr fPTTtW % 
ffTf-'TTWT PT'I TfTTGT 3WVff ’iff f I 



New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

SO. 1647.—Whereas the Contra Government, after cons! 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report, see 
figure given below, is a conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 
1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval 
of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to 
maintain accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions: 


[qffoTfe 1SS?tJoti7T 21 ( 2) /9 4j 
TT3ftff ssfiinriff, TftjTfi nfy 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-seciions (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government herey publishes the certificate of 
approval of Model of self-indicating non-automatic mechani¬ 
cal weighbridge of type “EWS” of accuracy class Ilf (herein¬ 
after refen-ed to as the Model) manufactured by M/s. Eagle 
Weighing System Pvt. Ltd., Nana Chiloda Char Rasta, Nr. 
Sanjay Najjar, Himmatnagar Highway, No. 8, Naroda, Ah- 
medabnd and which is assigned the approval mark IND| 
09/95/35 ; 




[WT 11“3TJ 3(li)] 


1979 


*rr«rMTT tpm: 8, 199 c j^s is, i ela 


The Model (seen figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class III) mechanical weighbridge with a maximum capa¬ 
city of 3000 kilogram and minimum capacity of 20 kilogram. 
The verification scale interval (e) is 1 kilogram. The base 
and the platform are mctfllic. The load receptor is of 
rectangle shape of sides 1500X1800 millimetie. The steel 
yard indicates the weighing result. 



16 Tff, 1996 

^fo-iTio, 1348 .—XZVK tit STrfatfftf 

titt tY srgT tt trf forYc t* ttY 3? 

fT TTT t fY Trfi fYftY if qOW TITT e)T£ 
RH RTTTi aYqfYTR 1976 (l976 60) 

YYt TT£ sffc TTTT RRY (RT3N TT T’1YY4T) friuM, 

1937 T TRYY % SWT | '<*V, ^ ^ tfY YrIRTT 
| rfi RTsT ^rfiTTiT SRtR Yt TTfY Y TTARIT 

T-tfif 3lV. fafY? TfYfNY'TT Y TMTvfi YTT YcTf 
; 

sfri: YifR rTTni'T TfrifY’TR ^ tJP.T 36 
3^ra (7) 6ITT RTT tflffim tpT itw TiTri ft?, 
RSRR WMfil TT 3 % trtro-7i-5 TtYCtri 1 Y afk aiT^o 
tflatto srfs TW tit ?5fer: g;w Yr-FTrirF-fd 
TTT OT, YtsT riTTri R?fH % TTST TT (fvY wY 
TWRf RT3T TTT I) fYfTW fafYnW YriY 
srrfofTflto fsTirYT 3T?TT fYfifik, 464, Tfi tv, 
tfrfYtlT OfVri '4fivffr;-56 0 0 58 gflTT fiVT 

RTT | ^ faY ST^ffm fYfT 3lTfoTT'q-ot^to/os/s5/ 

2 3 RRTYfYeT fYqr RRT TTrYR RtWleT TTrYfFT 

tffifT (arrfrfcr YfYrq;) tr«rf«r;rr (rrtrti 

rY 3) RR ^R^lfRRT YrT 3TR RYfZT YYvR TR'FTR 

tfvRYY vFtwr sfTprr 5 FrrYtnR YYr kj-rtr strat 


Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(12) of the said Section, the Central Government hereby 
declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall 
also cover the weighing instrument of similar make, accuracy 
and performance with a maximum capacity of 31, 5t, 20t, 
251, 30t, 40t, 50t, 60t and lOOt manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle and with 
the same materials with which, the approved Model has 
been manufactured. 



[F. No. WM-21(2)/94] 
RAJTV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

20 RUT £ I RWPTR RIRRH STRT (£) 1 RTR ^ I 
13 faoifto 3 Rr£ TR 7 RHftR (4 YrY) SRRRT 
SlYY* YrYr RRRR YtV ifklTR RRRft'TR RTRT | I 
^rronff tit RT^fY tt rnftw rvtt (Yr) % kw 

■<5Err?T 200 ftfoqYo I T5 3RRPC0T 230 R^TR, 50 
fEM % FfiRR RRTR TT TrilftFT ^TfiT % I 



3TrY, "375 OTT ^TCTlTT ( 12 ) 

5T?T 5RvT TT)%Tt TT Sfqtfi TTT §TT, T? >4(^11 qTTift 
| fT TP?T % aTTtfteT % W q-rfFT TT % sffPTT 
ta'Yt fTproYrr titt ttt fYsiTr f^fi^r % t-jth 
3tYt T-fr qurtfr Y, FttY TTJrYfYfr nwr tt 
fw Til § fTirikir 2 fFTTtnT Tl TfT-Ffrq MtRTf 
ttY wtt Tk, jffT pttqeTo fq-ftr % ttY- 

^tiY oYtft viY | 1 

['TirO jo S'SJtJo trq- 21(4 8) / 9 3 ] 
TFfrif NfTTPfT, Yt?R TfYT 
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Now Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 


TO. 1648.—’Whereas the Central Government, after con¬ 
sidering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
(lij satisfied that Model described in the said report is in confor¬ 
mity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and 
Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights 
and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said 
Model is likely to maintain accuracy over periods of sustained 
u$e and to render accurate service under varied conditions ; 


- Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (7) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the Model 
of tire self-indicating, non-automatic electronic tablo top postal 
weighing machine of series MT-5” series of class III Medium 
accuracy and with brand name “IPA” (hereinafter referred toi 
as the Model) manufactured by M/s, 1PA Devices Pvt. Ltd- 
fit*. Dl.464, IV Phase, Pcenya Ind. Area, Eangalore-560058, 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/95/23 ; 


The Model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
clus III) electronic table top postal weighing inslrument with a 
ximum capacity of 5 kg and minimum capacity of 20 gram, 
e verification scale intciva 1 (e) is 1 g. The 7 segment (4 
its) I.ED digit:il display of 13 mm height indicates the 
igliing result. The load receptor is a metulic pan of 
juid shape of dinmetre 200 mm. The instrument works on 
2B0 \ o!ts 50 herz power supply. 


m 

nji 
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■ Furtlicr, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scclion 
(12) of the said section, the Central Government hereby dec¬ 


lares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also 
cover the weighing instrument of similar make, accuracy and 
performance ot MT-2 series with maximum capacity of 2kg 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
witch, the approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(48)|94] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy 


16 Rf, 1996 


UTo mo . 1649.—tpT fqf^T STlfsRiTf) - 
5RT uT STFpT Tf Tff fVcftj TCfaRTC 'ITT % TiTRf, 
7i6TtTPT jfr W | f : F ITTcT T SfpTfr mivr 5TTd 

kfiX EFT ifT-TT MftrGTTTT 1976 (l976 TT 60) ^ 
Sfjd sfrr 41TT TINT (ETdR TT snTHFFT) fvFFT, 1987 
% TT-TT? W'TF'T t afai (fiiM t fT "3TT 

RiTT FhThT< WIN TT STTriT V qNTrifTT SRTtr wjj 

3i*H ftfasr qf'.fAifrqf n tnr ten ztnr i 


sft: twrnr otr stt srfTfnrn T'r etrt 3 6 
•inerra (7) §rrr sren mfmf tt m 

Ti-trcpr,' if-ntcfT «PT 3 % ‘ fNnVriTo 2 0 Td nffRf % 

tifrC '$nt tr n” S]TT '\Tr- Ti# RTF ^T4T nd-FTTifad 

^ftn<T ntnr % tt (fat tre-t 

w Ttiji w t) fiW fdfwW snvr qf n 
fentn srratd fafadir, 464 , nejn 
^F/Ff'T tifrqr 560058 TiTT ffTiT vnT £ 

'ri'pi fit •aririr-N fasTjT wfo <pTo ^to/09/95/24 

TT'R'VTd firm T-.T t, NdAfaF TtfRFRf Wlftlcf TTfft 

k ; 

FTTT (xrilFft tfsHT) O.T RETT JRTiWr (iptfaflT 
tt 3) tt d^n m far efinn 

kiTTAXf fj; 1 fn'(piT irftPFern tarnerr 20 ftrsTrifWf snr 
pjdciA Mb'err 100 ttt % 1 janitt rt<Wr ?neiT 
{'£) 2 fTttffnr er+- 5 w sftr 2 fovfronr t sqz 
10 urn | 1 wrarc sfrt ^trt % 1 1 7 

taTln (4 3trd) 13 fro nfo ^rr nmiT nentn 

3I4F TATSRt 18 f^o tffo ttt . fi, nTtn 




[»TT*r II—-wra 3 (ii) ] urn m ttto ; a, i996/^s 18 , 191 s 11-81 

cfr^T 'tPc'tr t i r 4 mnfr TOffa | i ^ tttto 230 so tttt tt 

apr KTIkW TO (TT) £ fu’TliT OTO 300 Pro l-fto 3TOTf^uT £>TT I I 



[ c fiT c '*T 0 'SS^^T o o 21 ( 4 8) / 9 4] 

Tpfcr TOff! tffaw 
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New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1649.—Whereas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in he said report is in 
conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and 
Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of 
Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 
and the said Model is likely to maintain accuracy over periods 
of sustained use- and to render accurate service under varied 
conditions ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
snb-sectian (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 


Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of 
the Model of the self-indicating, non-automatic electronic 
tabic top loading weighing machine of series ‘TBC-20 Cute" 
series of class III Medium accuracy and with brand name 
“1PA" (hereinafter referred to as the Model) manufactured 
by M/s. IPA Devices Pvt. Ltd,, 464, IV Phase, Pccnya Ind 
Area, Bangalore-560058, and which is assigned the approval 
marl: IND]09|95/24 ; 

The Model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class III) electronic table top loading dual weighing instru¬ 
ment with a maximum capacity of 20 kg and minimum 
capacity of 100 gram. The verification scale interval (e) 
is 5 g upto 2 kg and 10 g above 2 kg. The 7 segment (4 
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digits) LED digital display of 13 mm height/LCD display receptor is a metallic pan of square shape of side 300 mm. 

of 18 mm height indicates the weighing result. The load The instrument works on 230 volts 50 hertz power supply. 



qffeevft, 1 0 Vii, 1996 

tow° 165 0.--t^w trcrn; *pt snfsrrnTr 

JRT -m tV nf fafts MfIT TT-J % 

sirraFT ft Ttrr | fo tit; f<rr-r ir w at? 

3fk ATT RETT RfyfAAR, 1976 ( 1976 TT 60) 

3fR AT3 Tp; ATT ATAT (RITA TT ST^fm) Ml A, 
1987 % RARiTT T 5EJTA t 3TTC lf*r Tier RATAAT 
I fp ^ W'T TTRTTT Ml nrfcT if ATeM 
yiftn afk MPra qf<MMfr Sr tttt art ^rr 

tTttt ; 

Wff: Wm httht rai rMtta tt urn 3G tt- 
WKT ( 7 ) afrc ■JTEnTT 8 3 TCT RTF aMiT AT RAPT ATT 
gtr, RKTR TATAnT Sfr’r 2 TT 2 ^°t“0 300 % TATA 

^srt??T ATT m: ART 3HT TAAtMt 3AA 30 cftAA 


[F, No, WM-21143).-94] 
RAJIV SR1VASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

qTPTiT t Aran nr (Mr ■:;<)■'i iR# a Aiarcv T^r - 
RAT ;>) fjiTTTT faMiER 'ATT Tfu tTRe R[f'o Mfrzn 
WT^tfWT ST$#3 Mon?, STRATA, ^—4, WAT 
TTf, 'RTT^-173220, 3RT Mil RTf | AiT Mr RR- 
a'TTT RR°AR?ff 0 /0 9 /95/ 3 7 RRARfAR f=MT RAT 

jf ARATTR, RRR-W TFlMr ‘TTC'ff | ; 

rtsr (arPa aM{) “A aaMtt (aataat 
aa 2 ) nr Jar m aMt^tjrr % MM Rftmn 
WRIT 30 0 RTF AR WRIT 200 fao R10' | I 

TFAiAR ATARIA iFire (f ) 10 fa a RTc £ | RfA 

tpfi RAT aM I MBA ^TARFAT TFTAR'A RAT 
rata 100 , 9 Mir t 1 rtetr ^Vc wronfr mFw 
| 1 atom ^rtfr rMa tt | Mror r*Mtr 
200 fTo ifto % 1 aft‘ if rrrr rtait RARttf Mr 
aFritr Tmfer Trrr £ 1 rtira 230 atr, 
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[*TFT II—3 (ii)] 

so % imiRfr srrar fen nnrnw: sRifw fe T 
% irr (^to vVo ^fr<> fed T'l nninn fevr § i 



fe, finwd im sikt qft nw-n (12) 
rm nnn fenfe w sfer nfe %v, its nfer qrnfr 
£ Pit nm % nnnrw % sn miFr q?r % w 
fet fefernr sra fet %srt % ^rc nfe nfe 
¥Pnft ?r, fe^r Fran w ffeife fen 

w £ fferfe 150 wtr'/ 5 ffe irnr, 3000 tpt/ 
100 ffe inn, fe nffenn fvnroT nn sffc 2 m tr^ 
ffrfer % 550 nrn/so fe rrnro, 1100 rrnr/ioo 

Pro inn, 2200 mn/200 Pro ?w 5500 mn/500 
Pro m, 550 nnr/50Pro wf, 11 fefnrnr/i atm - , 
22 fenmn/ 2 inn, 30 fetmn/ 2 urn fe tTferenr 
swrr fe ¥F<?n hfe nnmnr afN: nnt nr/fe % 
qrpfenr fenfe^nwrafl &i 

fefo ittt 2l(68)/94] 

rnfe sffernr, rfe fen 

New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1650.—Whereas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed aulhojity, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report, (see 
the figure given below), is in conformity with the provisions 
of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 
of 1976) and the Standards of Weights apd Mcasuics 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is 
likely to maintain accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the certificate of 
approval of the Model of the self-indicating non-automatic 
table top weighing instrument with digital display of type 
2 JE 0300 of accuracy class II (hereinafter referred to as 
the Model) manufactured by M/s. GMI Digital Electronics 
Pvt, Ltd., Adhar Sadan, Sector-4, Kasauli Road, Parwanoo- 
173220 and which is assigned the approval mark IND|09/ 
95/37 ; 

The Model (see figure) is a high accuracy (accuracy 
class II) table top weighing Instrument with a maximum 
capacity of 300 grain and minimum capacity of 200 milli¬ 
gram, The verification scale interval (e) is 10 milligram. 
It has a taie dcvico with a 100 per cent subtree, ve retained 
lare effect. The base and the load receptor are metallic. 
The load receptor is of circular shape of radius 200 milli- 


meTc. The LCD display indicates the weighing result. The 
instrument operates on 230 volts, 50 hertz alternate current 
power supply or 6 V D.C. battery. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub¬ 
section (12) of the said section, tho Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the Model 
shall also cover the weighing instrument of similar make, 
accuracy and performance with a maximum capacity of 
150 g/5 mg, 3000 g/100 mg, and of 2 SL series with the 
maximum capacity of 550 g|50 mg, 1100 g/100 mg, 2200 g,/ 
200 mg, 5500 g/500 mg, II kg/1 g, 22 kg|2 g and 30 kg| 
2 g manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials 
with which, the approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(68)/94] 

RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

¥$ ferfr, 16 ¥f, 1996 

Wo ¥T« 165 1—fefef RTWT qft fafjfiT 

jnferwO’ 3TTT dr iTFjT fe nf felt t/: fern: 

tfe % T7¥TT, ¥¥EJFT WT | fe felt ¥ 

feef 6TTT ¥1¥ fe RT'T ¥FEF ferffe, 197 6 
( 1976 ¥T GO) fe WlT RTT (rTSvT W 

trfefe) feff, 198 7 % ^Tifsff % 5FJWT | fe 
SF «TRT fe feWT £ fF 3W ¥TS¥ WTETIT jfer W nfe 

if nfefiT 5RTP 73sr¥T sfe feffe qfcfefeff if 

FTF vR fer feT feT ; 

m:, %-fer rp.wr, ¥rh feffer W anr 36 w 
wtm.r (7) sffa sierra (a) srn stctt fefe 
W fetT T-fe ^ff, wT'fidl 3 i 3 offo 3fRo 00 5 
2TWT % apfe fefn fe tr-Frwfe WTTTrf 

ffm-T Y RTsT W TiPWcT ¥T¥?f 

WTT T-TT rl (fafer fdftTTi¥ sfloOrpo 

fe, q-WFl—1732 20 st-t fen w t afk fe 
fed infe rrvfo tio/ 09 / 95/38 mr^fer 
fen nn f. spjtffe mnwr imfY" wnfr f: ; 

nran (w<jf 7 tfe) R'F nwnr n-Tr/nn (nnkn 
n 3) n fenqinr nnrn wfwr | fifrntl nfcrmn 
sfnm 5000 m afe: snm 40 mn | i 
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a^taa attata srr (t) sata | 1 aaa aa 5 -cpr 
AftA t f’TTVT 5AVAAFAA aI/TARM t-R A/ITA 100 
AfcTAA f I STTSTR 3fN: ARflTfft STIPAV 5 I ArATlft 

utaatar aria at £ ft tat tr-I 600 x 500 

Pro vfro. £ I ATTA AATAT STATS AATA HTT 
TTGTTA TATf'ET TRAT | I -f.T "-3AATA 20 0 AhR, 

50 & ; t ARntf vtrt fr-TjA srcrq- <p. sr-Aifa-T 
^TTr ^ at o ar fro an ifcf' tf a-aiFt-t sfFrr t i 



APT, AFAR, dtp ETTA tt AASTRT (l 2 ) 

SRT AAA TflPrPn AT WET ART f AS ARAT ARft 

t ft ara % wta>ta % aata aa % aa^a 
3 # ftft-frfarr stt aa! fg^Ftr % starr ark ^fr 

o 

Amt k fvAA aartTaa ataa at fqfATTM Faat 
ait t i fafrftvr 2 ferrifTir/1 apt, 4 fAfiwf/2 

ATT, 10 TAATfiPi/ 5 APT, afiT 2 0 1%'f I APT/] 0 0 APT 

at otataa carat apt prat i? a, aafFtt a’R ata- 

ART 'ART fhAA ATAAR At | I 

N° To ARA°FR 2 1 ( 6 8) / 0 4] 
RaTa effAR-TA, FEJeff AfAA 


New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1651.—Whereas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering tile report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report, (see 
the figure given below), is in conformity with the provisions 
of the Standnrds of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 
of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is 
likoly to maintain accuracy over peiiods of sustained use 
and to render accurate seivice under varied conditions ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Ac!, 
the Central Government hereby publishes the certificate of 
approval of the Model of the self-indicating non-automatic 
platform weighing instrument with digital display of type 
3 GR 005 K of accuracy class III (hereinafter referred to 
as the Model) manufactured by M/s. GMI Digital Electro¬ 
nics Pvt. Ltd., Adhar Sadan, Sector-4, Kasauii Road, Par- 
wanoo-173220, and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND|09/95/38 ; 
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The Model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class III) platform weighing instrument vyith a maximum 
capacity of 5000 gram and minimum capacity of 40 gram. 
The verification scale interval (e) is 2 gram. It lias a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive rciained tare 
effect. The base and the load receptor are metallic. The 
load receptor is of rectangular shape of sides 600X500 milli¬ 
metre. The I.CD display indicates the weighing result. The 
instrument operates on 230 volts, 50 hertz i.ltcrnu'current 
power supply. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub section 
(12) of the said section, the Cential Government hereby 
declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall 
also cover the weighing instrument of similar make, accuracy 
and performance with a maximum capacity of 2 kg/l g, 
4 kg/2 g, 10 kg/5 g and 20 kg/10 g manufacturtd by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, tho approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No, WM-21 (68) /94] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 

At fa”')!, 1 G At, 1 9 9 G 

ATo?IT° 1 652,‘—tffsfRT RTAR At frfAA RiffiTARt 
ART pTAftff fnflt AVA ATgrfA Tfarr qr IPAR Ark % 
araia rarita at a at & ft rat ffqta' a aPta rtsa ar 
3tTt ATT RATA SPrfkfAAA 1 976 ( 1976 AT 60) 

afk ATT 3f*R ATT AT TV (RTAA AT A’^aIra) fr-TA, 
198 7 V ATT AT % ^ 3)R fA did AT RAPT AT 

& ft A^ WTT AtT A At AARt A TAiAAT 
AATA FAAT AR filfi/A TftffAfAAT A ATAAT 7)AT RAT 
^TT ; 

WA: trifTA A/ATT AfdftAA At STr*,T 3 6 

ATcTTM ( 7 ) SRT AATT AiAPIT AT RAPT AT A gtT, 
AST A AATAAT AT 3 At "A3 <ff°tt-12 0’' A>TA A|^T % 
AlT ,£ Af AA 3TTt-fA“A’' f AAIV AFT' A’ATA AAA FAT: g/AA 
Tf T-FAATt'TA FAT^rFAA WRTirA A'lAA ATA'^T ti ArAA 
AT (fii : T AAA ^AATAATAATAA A/TAMt) fVAR 
f-lfAT’fA "f! FA Alt’ ? AT^fP'fTA ATsTAA 

WrfAJTT, ajTA ^ ATT, AT2T-4 AAlWi TTS, RAlA-1 732 280 
ART fAAT A'TT | afR fa,A AATtfTA fAT.T ?nt oI, .Aclto/ 



ffTO TT iAT 


firm I i—"i> .s {li >1 


Uw*y w: 


: JZ 7 


] %5 


09 / 95/59 fW ff-TT n, TTTO TTO 'fflTO 

TOfftr tort k 1 

JTTTO (mpfr ^faffr) RETORT TOTITOTT (WW 

=ftr:i) tot tort ?i: tot-t toftot £ iV'ftT 

iqftj'if.Trrr ETTOTT 120 ft.ftVTOT 4ft RTOTR STTOTT 
200 tot I 1 totttot towt 4to (£) o fro^mr 
ct*f, io to « ftrTTTOT % tto 207 m t 1 ^toT 

trtfi j/fr qft=f t fY.'-^T'TT TOTOTArTOT: TOTTOT STO 

jirtt 10 0 uPm k 1 toto: 4ft totto mf/ror 
f 1 vriTiTTifr rnwro to tt k ftr-roc tor 
5 00 X HOOf^r+fRT k 1 TOTOT ttott TRW 4srw 
?tH ifftrnT WT^fVr?r toto s i TO tottot 2 5 0 TO 3 ., 

5 0 % TOTITff TOT ff^T STTPT TO TAlf'TOr 

4rt£ 1 



tot, totto, tot; tot 4f ?rara ( 12 ) 
tot nror Rfroff at uror to4 %n, toto TOft 
£ ft: titot % spjTfftr % sttot 'W % 4tott 
TOft ftfaVftT TOT TOTT ffTTOT frTOTA % 5FJTO 
afft -Jift TT*nft 4, ftiTOT ?TOftft^ TOTTOT TT fafroftl 
ftr-TT TOT k fafafTO 3 0 ftrfTTOT/ 5 TOT, 6 0 ft^fftw/ 
1 0 TOT, 1 2 0 ftTOTTOl / 2 0 TOT, 3 0-0 ftrftTOT,/ 5 0/lITT, 

600 ftr-fmo/ 1 oo tot 4 ft 1000 ftTOTOT,'200 tot 

qf) . STVUTOT ETTOTT TO (t) TOT TOR TOTTO 
ttrt, totoHt 4ft toTt Tfftftr 4 tttottot tot totot 
tottot 4f £ 1 

[TTO 4° TOJo tnr-21 ( 65)/ 9-l] 

TT^fW 4ftTTOT, 4^5 TlfTO 


New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1652.—Whereas the Central Government, consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report, <see 
the figure given below), is in conformity with tht provisions 
of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 
of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is 
likely to maintain accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-soction (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of 
the Model of !he self-indicating, non-automatic electronic 
platform weighing instrument with digital display of type 
“3-PT 120 K" series of class Ilf medium accuracy and with 
lhe trade mark “GMl-Scales" (hereinafter referred to as 
the Model) manufactured by M/s, GMI Digital Electro¬ 
nics Pvt. Ltd., Adhar Sadan, Sector-4, Sa.sauli Road, Par- 
wanoo-173220, and which is assigned the approval mark 
TND/09/95|59. 


The Model (see figure) Is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class in) Dual range platform weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacity of 120 kg and minimum capacity of 
200 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 10 g upto 
6 kg and 20 g above 6 kg. It has a tare device with a 
iOO percent snbstractivo retained tare effect. The base 
and the platform are metallic. The load receptor is of 
rectangular section of sides 500X600 millimetre. The LCD 
display indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230 volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power 
supply. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (12) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the 
Model shall also cover the weighing instrument of similar 
, make, accuracy and performance of same series with 
maximum capacity and ‘e’ value of 30 kg/5 g, 60 kg/10 g, 
120 kg/20 g, 300 kg/50 g, 600 kgjlOO g and 1000 kg|200 g, 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with 
which, the approved Model has been manufactured. 

[File No. WM-21(65)/94] 
RAJ TV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 
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: t; ft" ft, i a a-;, i a a a 

-rroiiTo j (; 5 3 —ft fif^vr 7rf : JFTk 

irkr H'Tf'T-r fmi (oVf lUn) tk Titr 

Fkd % Ts^frf, ira(.TT-T 7 r vpfT 7 fa 77 ; kAk It 
sifaFT tttt ttt Ar-: ttt riff 5rfaf-TTa r i a 7 h 
(1 a 7 1» Fr fin) 3ft< ttt w: rtf rrt (rtft ft 
Pt-tf, it’s7 % -mu'r 7 7^77 ? '/p; 

JH TFT 'FT 771771 7 f'F 77 vT-IFfTT; TO kf RTfa 
if TqTFTT FTP WTT 3TTT fafsrtsr TfrfkfFIT 7 
27771 771 F7T 77FT ; 

5TF:, 7a TTfPf 7<FTV, 1TR 7fcrf77*r F( '0T7T 3(1 
qff 77177T (7) 7kT F7M TlfTTf FT 77(7 F7T 
grr, 7^7 ip-Tk-FTT 77 2 FT “2 TT Tf 0 (S 0 
%" fa^Gf 727 % sftr ‘iff p7 wri f'TTTF TFT 3^17 
FSTTBt TT7 ~FT: ^TF 7TT77TfrT T^F’TfTF kTTTtTTj 
?Tt<T7 77777 % 7T77 FT (5(7 ^74 F7F Tf'TTF 
TTTFT F2T 7-1T t) fj’F'FT fVfTTTF 777 iff PR spit 
3fTTt7 IfTT^TfTfT 11(277 f'TWT7, -HTTP: 777T, 4 fT^T, 
7THf ’HT, 77777-1 7 3 2 2(1 JFT fFNT 77T ‘t SIR 
fa# 777TT7 Pptf TTk FTe f r ,. /o !)/P 5 / fi 0 77^7^ 
fw TTf 7, 7TRTT7 777777 TFlfaRf F^Tf £ I 



2 PT 060K 


7177 (*7$% Tfar) rr^ (TTkTT 77 2) 

FT ATTFT7 TfTT 3^777 7 TftlFTff ST77T 

fit) fF7f7T7 3-flT *7777 ST77T 25 0 7T7 % I 7^777 


71717-1 fa■>; ( ;■ ) 3 7 W 1 l 1777 "T, i'.CT 'jfFT & 

fuMFl STF'HHI'TPf TfTSTkT 77^7-77 100 7^1717 
% I TT'JP: 7k r -7T7T7 7Tf>7F £ I '7177171 7177TFI 3 ‘ 
7377 "FT 3 fi'7F' TF-T jllijy h')i| f77T J fDT 7. I 
7irn?T 7-777 7H1T (1777 'fil-T Tfr’TrT TFFftFT F7TT 
7 I 77 TTFTOT 2 30 7T7T, 5 0 7.h; F T^TT^fr''TTTT 

f-T^TF 77T7 T< 771 pTF 7>TT ^ I 

[7k 7 o 2 1 ( 6 5) / 9 4] 

TTlf k" ‘TlFFTr7, 77TR tN7 

New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1653.—Whereas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report, (sec 
the lipiuc given below), is in conformity with the provisions 
of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 
of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 19H7 and the said model is 
likely to maintain accuracy over periods of sustained use 
and to render accurate service under varied conditions ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (7) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of 
the Model of the self-indicating, non-automatic electronic 
platform weighing instrument with digital display of type 
"2-1*1 060 K" series of class Jl high accuracy and with the 
trade mark "GMf-Scales" (hereinafter referred to as the 
Model) manufactured by M s. GMI Digital Electronics 
Pvt. Ltd.. Adhar Sndtm, Sector-1, Sasauli Road, Parwanoo- 
173220. ami which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/ 
95/60. 



2 PT 060K 


The Model (see figure) is a high ac:uracy (accuracy class 
11) plaltorm weighing instrument with a maximum capacity 
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of 60 kfi and minimum capacity of 250 a. "The verification 
scale interval (c) is 5 $. It iias a tare device with a 100 
percent subtractive retained tare effect. The base and the 
platform are metallic. The load receptor is of rectangular 
section of sides 500X600 millimetre. 1 he T.CD display 
indicates the weighing result. The instiument operates on 
2.10 volts. 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

[File No. VVM-2JI65) '-Ml 
RAJIV SR1VASI AVA, It. Sec;.. 

"ft fsf'-'sT; 2 1 AV, 10 0(1 

Al 0 AT e I o .5 4 ■ -T>"TT--J A 7T.T 4 f f ifo T T1 fATT ? i ill" T 

fA'TlAA fATTd ’F f-fTF Tt/t % ATMfA MATATA ?f 
".’FTT ?, fr ATT FATT *f qfMA ATS™ (Ai=A ATJuA 
iftgftT) -^,-r JTPT AT'fT tflfdfAAA. 1 7 <* ( i 0 7 -i 

AT ti(l) BTiT APT MF ATT AFT" (Tfl'-r^T TT A'A-iMA) 
f-T r*T 19S7 % TTAST if AAAT t 'd'F TA ATT Ai 
AATAAT k ff A£ WdT7 WTO AY WMJTT A AATTAT 
AAP7 A-ATT VF faf+TsT TfvfcAfATT A VFpA A'fiT 

fm r^tn i 

STT. srw ^3fw *FAF Tffi <fftaf<T'T*T TT MITT Ilf 
A?f TTAFT ( l) AFT ATM blfaiAT TT AAbT TFA grr, 
AAA n;nr^t fA-FA Afo f Aa AT-0 4, dlTTf sFb^AT 
rtf Tiff, Tiif-1, As fa'^M 10021) 3 ,T T MaiAT ^MA 

>FAA. ATMA SA^TtATT fT$ A A fVA" ft AT 3 


AAlAAf % ATT "tnjpft’' frn AF AiT AfA TY 
JTT-fTA ST'Tf AfF fVA At/ 09/9 5/3 9 MTAfr-T fAF 
AAflrF fUAT ATf k, A A TARA AT STAPATA ’4 fTf AT 
TFMt I I 

Aid AFT (rtTffT Tf i" A. ) A'- H (rfifii a A 3) 
AT FfTJTTAA T/TA A f V7 f-TATT AT TATA WHAT 
50,000 fAATAiA AiT -TATA MAnT 100 VfnTfAiA 
V. I A'-mATA AAATTt AAA'T 5 fb'ATtTA E I TTA 
ATAA ^AA AfaA k M." Ad’ AAdf'-HAT SA'A'A-TAPATA UlYf- 
ST.fFT MTAA AAA A A A k I r AFA,^T "ATAAf-HK 
"YT'TF AT k iTAfT AMib, 14000 X 3000 fAMrATF 
AT k I W 0 MAAHT 4 AM A A AAA Tf'^hlTA 
iatFam rm i A f ; ta-t^a 2:10 tV-t/sq A 

TFTPLf'r tTIFiFTA 4AfM F Flf'TA Sffff I 

ATT AT fd: TWft A-fAi TAi APT TT JTJFT ( 1 i) 

ttti srtfi nifr^n at T'-ror Avr ?■(, or aYfo atat 

^ fv WHTA Tr AT!-ffvT a; TA HAl'f AT % Wtti’A 
TAT i?dr, AAPd'Tr AF fAAl'AA % A V T ^TAAT vft jffA 
fVA^f AfjFfA CTAA1 3 0 TT, 40 TA, 5 0 TA, sTF 
0 0 AA k -Tf^ AT "TAT iVfAAfTr gTTT 
f A TATA dlF Tat ATTsfr A idfoiAT f-FA TfrT k f-TAA 
AAATT af-TA'nVf ATfA fAf'APTT f Fqr ATT t I 



New Delhi, the 21st May, 1946 

S.O. 1654.—Wheieas the Central Government, after consi¬ 
dering the report submitted to it by the prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see 
the figure given below ) is in conformity with the provisions 
of the Standards of Weights .md Measures Act, lFfi (M) 
of 1976.) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Ap¬ 
proval of Models) Rules, 1937 and (he said Model is likely 
to maintain accuracy over pciiods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service tinder vaiicd conditions 

N,,v,, therefore, in etciuat of .he pom. c :,r. it.-.i by 
snb-scclion C) of Section 36 of the sail Act, the Central 


[q-jo An TTF’Jo rtA*2 1 ( 19)/93] 
MATA MTAFAA, aFaA 

Government hereby publishes '.lie certificate of approval of 
tile Model of flic self-indicatinr, non-automatic electronic 
weighbridge with digital display or type and bund name 
■‘ashbee*’ of accurucy class III I herein.Ater referred to as Ihe 
Model) manufactured by M s, Ashbee System Pvt. Ltd., 
C-64, Okhla Industrial Area, 1 Phase I, New Delhi-110020, 
and which is assigned the appiovd mails 1ND, 00 95[39 ; 

The Model (see figure) is a medium accuracy (accuracy 
class IIIj electronic weighbridge a, rth a iruivimum capacity 
oj 30000 i.ikiyi.au and mini-rum ^np.iri y ot 10‘> kilogram. 
fm 1 verification' "cale rraerVat ic) rt 5 kilogram, it has a 
tare device with, a 100 per cent subtractive retained fare 
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effect. The load receptor is of roctangulc shape of sides 
14000 X 3000 millimetre. The 6 segment LED display indi¬ 
cates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 
Volts, 50 hertz alternate current power supply. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(12) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 


effect. The load receptor is of reclanle shape of sides 
also cover the weighing instrument of similar make, cctuiacy 
and performance with a maximum capacity oi JOt. 40t, 501 
and 60t manufactured by ihe same manufacturer in accor¬ 
dance with tire same principle, design and with the same 
materials with which, the approved Model has been menu- 
factured. 




[('. No. VVM-21 (47 l, 94! 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, J(. Secy. 


vr^r nm fasrrr fwrn 
(tfaPT k TT E'WTpt) 

SilfT TT 

'it floAt, 23 tfi 199 0 

$T,«rr. loss.—Fir^f E emit T in-1I w*s 

3(ii) ir fcTTE 16-3-1991 TT 1 309- 

1310 it (inr II) min ifxsTi Air *r*jg 

ItfrflE W7[fTflE ? Mr-2, ^’T-TTWETET, 

wr TtFef, xit -1 nV ^ifr- 2 , 

lETlflE TSTTT, ^TSTT faftSTT IHTcT 1TTT fFTTT 
(im tfm fa?TR fim) Tt flint 4-3-1991 Tl 
A. 790 % 1TW Am SAHjAf TTAA 
A. 3, ifll 4 (aAt VTtT'W AfUTtflA TXT T fan 
fTw jnfawT) v aawa at 

"ATAA flfTET A-T^fFA^AE (aiatti) att 
ATAA ffaAl AITA^rfATAE (ft fa aTaa) 1A 
fr-AA +HI fall if itAA flATI TTWfriTTT 
TAT TfAA faiTTA AlA^lflAAT Tr 
IdllMAf/lTfalt faAA fefR AATT % RATA % 
aa if ttati fa, scri-Aii wrrf if infer ifa 
% fart’’ if ait :— 

"faAA fTTHA (s^AUTa), ifa 

TlA TTAfafA t 7ffaA fA«TA AIA^tTTAT AAT 


a'TAA fetrT TTtT^TfTTTT fa ErAfafa/ATAfAE 
AlAA flATI %fa % Airi % *A if TT9' T T ?ff, 
ATl-TCri *AT1Af if srrfAT ITT % fart” 

2. ATTA% miA % ATA II, 3H3 3 (i i) A fcltE 
25-2-1995 IT 1X5 A. 626 if AErfAl AKA ATim 

u 

(ARA ATAA flJIT-T flATA) TT felfa 3-2-1995 

fagiA «pr AfunjAAr a. 5 i 6 % am t ha sh^mt 

11 iflA 16 far 30 % faMA if V(4 IKE 

"falA iwrd AITAfalfaE (fTT-JTT) fa T 
aTaa ffariA TriTAirfiAAE (ffa tfm) JA 
ffAA ETAfafa if AtAA fAATA "TTTfrfdTJTfi, TTT 
TtTT fTWT TTTfrfTliJTE Tl ErTlTTf/TrtkE 
CtTT fTST'T % f £T % T-JH' T FT if ElACJ To 
T'TT-PTT ^qrnf if qrfjT TTT % f'TJ” if W : — 

"tfm flffR 5T1xT5lfT^3TE (rrillTT), IT 
fw xrr'm if Afii fi?m TTiirfuTT nr 
Trii furri TiifrfTTiE tit ErafTir/irifTE 
itll flSTR TTf % 1111 % T T, 

wirif if aTfn 11 ’f % Tri” 

[i. ir- 00101 / 4 / 0 ] 

T. T. Tmr, Ami furr-fr u 1-1 (fifi.) 

f ff Till fliri, IflflTTE 


[hft TT- 7? 3 (ii>J 
INDIA METEOROLOGICAL DEPARTMENT 
(Office of the Director General r.f Meteorology) 
CORRIGENDA 
New Delhi, the 23rd May, 1926 

S.O. 1655.-— Under col. 3, lne is (Authorities 
Competent to impose all penalties) in the Sche¬ 
dule annexed to the Govt, of India (India Mete¬ 
orological Department) Notification No. 790 
dated 4-3-199] published in the Gazetted of 
India, Part II, Section 3(ii) dated 16-3-1991 on 
pp. 13]3 (Part J1 General Central Service—Group 
‘( '-—Scientific Assistant. Stenographer Grade-11, 
Librarian, Head Clerk, Hindi Translator Grade-! 
and Grade-ll. Administrative- Assistant. Security 
Inspector)—replace "Deputy Director General of 
Meteorology in the Office of the Additional Direc¬ 
tor General of Meteorology (Research) and Addi 
tonal Director General of Meteorology (Agrimoi) 
Pune and Deputy Director General of Meteorology 
working as Head of the Offices Regional Meteoro¬ 
logical Centres for posts in their respective eslab- 
lisments”. 

By 

"Deputy Director General of Meteorology in 
the Office of the Additional Director 
General of Meteorology (Research), 
Pune and Deputy Directors General of 
Meteorology working as Heads of the 
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Offices! Regional Meteorological Centres 
for posts in their respective establish¬ 
ments.’'. 

2. Under line 5 & 20 to the corrigenda annex¬ 
ed to the Government of India (India Meteorolo¬ 
gical Department) Notification No. 5J6 dated 
3-2-1995 published in the Gazette of India, PaU 
lb beckon 3 (ii) No. 8 dated 25-2-1995 on PP. 
(■2 7 replace “Deputy Director General of Meteoro¬ 
logy in llic Offices of the Additional Director Gene- 
lal of Meteorology (Research) and Additional 
D ixctor General of Meteorology (Agrimetb Pune 
an. 1 Deputy Director General of Meteorology work¬ 
ing n> Head of the Offices Regional Meteorological 
Centres for posts in their respective establish¬ 
ment''. . 

By 

“Deputy Director General of Meteorology in 
the Office of the Additional Director 
General of Meteorology (Research), 
Pune and Deputy Director General of 
Meteorology working as Head of the 
Offices | Regional Meteorological Cen¬ 
tres for posts in their respective estab¬ 
lishment.’’. 

[No. V-001 OLIVIA] 

V, K. CHOPRA, Meteorologist Grade-I 

(Vigilance) 

for Director General of Meteorology. 


mm ’Pi mriif ; ya a. i asm-pin® is, mis 


wimr 77177 


^ foNf, 28 77, lay is 


’my ?rr. n>5u :—4>/f7 7,4477T uptt ( snfar sftr ) 5rfsrfa77, 1957 ( 1957 

44 20 ) ( vptit Phtr 777 7T«f777 <p?r 771 |) -sfffsrm 74ft ^T4PT (1) % 7717 7iTf t-T 
4i, ttpt %n777, vrr*r II, 41:1, waA (ii), ndf 12 77, 1993 if 747f77 47771 ^7177 qfr gfn 

4 • ^ r - 130 1, 7P>4 4^7, 1 99 3 3T41 77 ?lffig;77r 7 77P if fqffifer? if 

7f7 affT 7f777if 47 777 7-T7 '7 777 7777 71 JJ771 fT «ff ; 

afp 777 7 rfa 77 ’fV 7 777 7 fsrf 777 Tt trrrr a % if 7r4.Tr 74 tttt) frq'tt 4 41 1 1 

7V '4mfl7 7T77T 77 fzqr^.qv f4"4F 7TT7.% 74717 3iF 7fT7TCJ trAPF T 77177 777 % 

7^717 m 771717 ift 777 t 

(7T) 477 7717 77^74 ‘V ’ % 7r7 1,2 sffir 3 7 affirm 1 6.275 £q?r ( 7777 ) 71 4 0.22 277 
(7777 ) 7T7 74 7f7; affr 

(TT) 477 7717 TT^ff ‘V' *7fVl 535. 59 ( 7777 ) 71 1323. 50 mp? ( 7777 ) 717 7l<fl 

7f7 7 7f77f 7 777,7417,4F 777, 4^4777 % fan 7744 J?4lf 4F7 iffa 7717 ^7, ^ 

7im-4i77,77 7*- 4Tf 4^7 #3? 7 717 % 77TT tffijTP' 7^7 fair 717 7Tf?m I 

77:, 77, TTlfT 7^477 747 7faf777 ^417 9 7?r 77JPT ( 1 ) 41P 777 7ff771 47 jpft7 4rfa <rtr 

74 71771 7771 £ fa 4 


(4:) 777 7M7 377 77^(71 V T 717 1,2 7F 3 7 Tfay 

it-py (711-77 ) 717 4TTr 717, '-If r 


l'- ; - 2 7 5 hifz ( 7777 ) 71 -1 u. 3 2 
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(®) “’a - " SfnfVr 535,59 trer (mum) nr 1323.50 rrqrsr ( ) nor 

nofr *jfn if ’ifarff sp imrn, «j?Fr nrr fn'-mrnn %farr mrfr j^nrf mr =rnrw 

^n, t*? me 5 nrnr, nn <r tr ur aftr mg T urn % nnm nfanR ntnn f'pr itr k 1 

m nfir^nnr nr minn nrn nrn sir nn. nr—1 ( i) J ] ] jnw, . rr. 543.0993, mfmr u 
fnfnnr, 1993 nr fmrwn nrnrR-, nppp: ( ngmR) % mTmn if nr wn fmfRn, j, nR'fnn rrnn 

% nRRR if nr ^4 nrmrtRn fn. ( w;wnr) ttr rr, fnfnn rrr, ^»r< — .uonni 

( ngm^) % nrnrmr if fom nr m £ 1 

nnnnf [ 'n'' mn— 1 

oin'T^: ^rn 

fnnr—mnjr( ) 


nnm wfynR 





n. n. nrn =pt nrn 

nJnT^r 


fw 

^er ^f^ir 


nf^Frn. 



ft-nfnnr 

]. ^T2nfTP r r 

41 

fnm'pr 

nrnTT 

0.275 nrn 





0.27 5 frrer ( nnnn ) 

nr 

o.G7 9 nfrir (nnnn) 

rrrn ^rmsTpr n nfirn fw im ^tz n^nrn : 





4 nm, 155/1, 155/2 nrn, 150/1—i 5 o/ 2 nmi 

1 n 21 
tfrnrnnn ; 
f 1—* 2 

T—33?-1 : R3T n 1 fa^| nWR'n ?Wt % 3TT7! aPFT3TT^f ITTO nfTftR 'flT*FT: ^\Z *f. 4/1 

n 21 nn r mg^f nfnr % nw rr *f. 4/1 n 21 150/1, 150/2, 155/1 

155/2 iinjfr^r 3 n?fr &imr% 'ttrtr re? n. 155/1, 155/2 ft nmr 
n nrn-nrn toi ^ aft r j 4 fmj nr firmrf 1 1 

f — 4 ,n—1 ; Rrr nrn ’iremrrft ir ?tut nRT?fr t rtt rttiT *r. 155/1, 155/2, 4/1 n 21 nr: n 

nirfr t afk nrnfvR: fmj ? 1 tt famfr k 1 

rumT ‘ V mn—■ 2 
or wtw 
rn^rp: sir 

firm—Ring? ( mirror ) 

niFnnfsr'FTT ; 

%. f. nm ni mn nsm^f mpftR fam ntsr irnmr n feRfarnt 

nfimn. 

■ 1. fonm 40 fmrrqr nmjt 0.00 nm 

6.00 |rs7 ( nnnn ) 

nr 

14.82 7 r^or ( nnnn ) 

«nr fr-nni n ^ri^PT lu' 1 ’ no min w : 

Ui 4 /1 — 10 4/2 ‘4'i' 5 f, i 2 3 OR, J 2 4 41 O', 1 2:',/1— 1 2 .i/<T ‘o f»T I 







100 ] 


[■»T(f il-'ff 3 - 1 of ii )J 

: 

^— 1 ’T 2 : 


^ 2 —0 3—04 


O 4 —Ol : 


' 4 |<.t 'f 7 t ’.nm ^ ? I ! i, JiJ, , J?’ 4 > is, 1 -J 13 


t^[ "hi" f+o oofot ?frfr & ok oto fonor 4rftOK ™1\Z 4 .- 104/1 — 

104/2, 123, 121 ottonKf oftt % oro-oro ooor % oV 0-3 fo*ro^ 

faOOT f. 1 

oToforror oktk 4 . 124, 1250, 125*0, 123, 104/1, 104/2 4 4 
4 nrv ^^iTTfr £oV 4 kj o- 4 or foofT £ i 

rjg-r irw froor 4 4 ftk ^1? 4 , 104/1-104/2 04 onr 4 4 mr 4 oto-oio 

ooot £ 3ftr oKfor “01" or fooor £ 1 


jfpo ofaoor 

•kt 4. oft 00 onr 

1 . farm 


OOJfft ‘V OFT 3 
O^O ^OW 
OFijr 4o 

faror—oiorr ( ookf? ) 


ororfr 
ofaro 4, 

o# 4 Vi 

foor 

wo£orr 4 

fwofaoi 

40 

fooror 

OTojr 

10.00 

'OFT 


10.00 frrer ( 0000 ) 

or 


24,711 000 ( ;?nm ) 

ooro ofu+K—oo^f 4 t "01“ orr ^0 wo 

'OFT 14-3 + 3- 0.275+0.0 0— 10. 00= 16. 275 tOTT ( OOOO ) 


or 

40. 22 O^rf ( ) 


oto form 4 ofoo fro of mr 4 ^ 4 + : 

1 26 OFT, 127/1-1 27/2 OTO, 128/1-128/2, 1 30 OFT, 1 3l/l-13l/2 OFT, 134 OFT, 1 3 5 / I- 1 3 5 / 2 - ] 3 5 / 3 

OTO I 

OFTTO’fa' : 

*51— ^ 2 —313—4J4 : "Wl" 4^0 ifpfV | ofc OFT farm 4 135/1-135/2, 135/-1 

127/1-127/2, 1264 ?Wr oo< 4 V £ -jifar 4. 128/1-128/9 

o 4 4 mT %m-rrw 4 . 130,131/1-131/2, 134/, 135/1 

135/2-135/3 ofarr ooKft | otr mrfrror fo?| r to ^ 1 
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‘V 

TOT J*P47 
TOTOTO *T^ 

frorr -totot erg- (itfTOto) 

^tot srfsr tot 


*p . *. *r* to *r* 

qrTOrrrr 

*f"TOT * . 

■rroftro 

f**r 

STTO t**r * 

f*TOTf*TTOt 

1 . TOr*rqro 

41 


*T* < jp r 

110.33 

*r* 

2. JjiTSWTO't 

41 

fa'TOTF 

to* 1 / 7 " 

248.87 

* 1 * 

3. t*T 

4 1 

f*TOJ T 

TO*JT 

7 6. 08 

* 1 * 

4 . fonTO 

4 0 

f**l'TO 

*T*TO 

100.31 

*r* 


53 5. 5 9 £*TO (****) 
ITT 

1 323. 50 *TOr (****) 

VT* * wftr* faro rpr TOW 66 : 


29 * 33, 34 *T*, 3 5/1-35/2-35/3, 3(5 * 39, 4()/l, 40 / 2 , 4 l/ 1-4 1 /2— 4 l/3-4 1 / 4 , 4 2 /1-1 2 / 2 , 44/1- 
44/2-44/3, 54 % (10, 6l/l-6l/2, (52 * 78. *? f -6 *1* *r*T *T* I 

«[tr ^stsrowpft Jr *f** fro 1 ; to tostoto : 

4 . **r, 5 tot < 5 , 7 , s/ 1 - 8 / 2 - 8 / 3 - 8 / 4 , 9 , 10 /ito -1 o/to 1 ir 21 to 

1 o/to, 11 * 14, 15 / 1 - 15 / 2 , 16 Jr 25 27*T*, 3 5 /1- 3 5 /2- 3 5/3 *PT, 3fi/l, 36/2, 36/3, 3 7/1 TO 37/2 

¥**, 38/1-38/2-38/3, 39 if 41, 42/1, 42/2, 43, 44/1, 44 / 2 , 44/3, 45, 46, 47/1—47/2. 48, 5 3* 56, 

5 7 TOT—5 7-5T—5 7-*-5 7-*, 5 8, 5 9, 6 O/1-6 0 /2-6 0/3, (5 ]/1-6 2 / 2 , 6 2 * 6 4, 6 5/1-6 5 /2, 6 6-TO- 6 6 6*, 

07 * 69 , 72 *T*, 89, 90, 9l/l-9l/2, 93 ?T 99, 1 OO/.l -1 Q 0 / 2 -. 1 00/3, 1 01 , 1 02 , 103/lTO 103 / l*Tr 

103/2*—103/ 2 TO— 1 0 3/3, 1 04, 105, 155 / 1 - 155/2 *PT, TO?}? *T*, TORT * 1 *, TOTT* TO* I- 

Hi* *^T * *f** fTOT TO TOj*i+ ; 

1 85/1-1 85/2- 1 85/3, 1 85 * 1 91, 1 9 2/1*— 192/1*T— ] 92/ 1*— 1 9 2/1*— 192/2, 19 3 * 203, 204/1-204/2 

2 0 5/1-2 0 5/2, 2 0 6, 2 0 7, 4 0 8, 4 0 9, TO*T *T* I 

TO* f«TTTTO * *fsr* f*TO TO TOT* ***far : 

52 * 56, 57/1-57/1^-57/2-57/3, 58, 59,60/1-60/2, 61 * 6 3, 6 4TO-6 4*9T, 65/1-65/2-65/3-65/4, 66, 
67/1-67/2 68 * 78, 99 1 00/ 1-1 00/2, 1 0 1 1 02/1-1 02/2, 1 03, 105 * 1 J 0. 1 1 1 /1 - 1 1 J/2, ■ 1 1 2, 

113/1-113/2, 114 * 121, 214 *216, TOTTOT *T*, *TOP TO* I 

*t*T *°t* : 

^_J5C “47” ir STTnT t wV *T* TOTTOTRr % TOT? *. 2 5 TO toST^T *tTO % TOTOTO* TOrfr I, *jTO 

to & 1 top* tot tot* *. 27 * ?tto TOft &, *?** *r T t 1 **% tot tot* *. 37/1- 

37/2, 35 / 1 - 35 / 2 - 35/3 * TOT?* t I **P *1* TOT* *f. 36jf3, 36/l, 48. 53 TOsTOt »ft*T % 

?n*-*r* totot I *tt f* T *r**: *r* Tnt**pY aft 7 - totoptto Tfr jt^r-Ftoto *t*t % *r*-*r«r tttt £ rr ■ 
fror V’ 'To f*roft % 1 
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[«R II—tsf? 2 (ii)] trrerxfPTTO : 8 , lBBe/ftles is, 1 9 1s 

»r-*r tw, irn Trpmp ft ^ftra: ft. 7 8 Tftstr^ft ftftqr t pr-i-mp wfV ft, *mr pWp pprft $, sparer 
wp n. 5 -i *tTt #ipfr ftftri ft *rr>T-m*T Tpfti :, ^ht tp Trftft * v»nz ft. 4.1/1 4 4 /s- 44/3, 11/1- 

4l/2-4l/3~4l/4 ; 42/1-42/2, 38, 29, 34 Tft Tl^Pt fttfiT % ^rr'^-^T^ TPftt ft SfV fft?| V 9P 

fftftftt ft 1 


q-q p»it ttt*t wTrur it r pr? ft. 34 Tit ftfpr % ?rr«r-m*r qpftt ft, pst tp Tvftt ft, t.»t% tt? v^r? 

ft. 32, 33, 34 ^t PTifft ftPTf % fiTP-Piq qpft ft ftk fft?f "p” TP ffttTrft ft I 

Tjstt PP TrpTTTP ft PP A . 3 4 ft ft ifap Plftf ft afp fftp; "g-." q-T fftqft) ft | 

psrr, ftp ^rnrsTpr t pip ft. 72 ft A ftfiip qm ft, upt tp rqpft, 6 9 4 ft srr^fr ftfarr % qTq-TTrq 

^Tcfr ft, T?P TP Tpft ft fTT 'PP A. 93, 9l/l~9l/2 aft TUftt ftftrTT % fTTP-PW qpft) ft 3fV fftp£ 

' V fftpcift ft I 

P-i? Thrarr, TIP »ftT5PT?pt ft PP ft. 92 / 1 - 91 / 2 , 90, 89, 1 03/IT-1 0 3/FT, 103/2T-103/2T-1 03/3, 105, 
104 Tt Ttfft ftffiT % Ppftf ft PPJ ft. 5 if HIP1 OK TPcft ft, Tfi% lfT4 qplft: PP ft. 4 ft! 

4/1 if 2 J ftf rfror it iftfP ftp POP: TT% Hrpppj TBi ft, PTi A. 4 /1 ft 2 ' A 1 5 5 /1-1 5 5/2 

if Pm ft, TPTf TP TPf ft 'ftp PTPfPft ftp ftPTf PTPT ft) qfpfftq trnT ftfiffT OP fqp 'V TT fqqftT 

S' | 

rj I 

T5- p ftsrnrpr fw it if ftm qiftf ft, HTpr ip Tpfr ft ftp pt? q. 120 121 , 211 , 109 , 105 , 10 3, 
102 / 1 - 102 / 2 , 101 , 99 4?t 4170 ffrirt, % mq-pq qpftr ft, qirqr tp Trftr ft, prftqp pp 

ft. 7 8 oft TTfPft fttp % pq-pq wff ft sfp ftp| "q" 9? ft I 

r pgr trur ftpor ft ph ft. 78, 73 , 72 , 70 , 69, 64T-64P, 63, 02 , e 1 , 55 , 54,52 oft oi^ft ftftrr % 

PT-PTT ppfft ft, TfP trpf ftpT ft oqil ft, 207, 409, 2 0 5 /1, 205/2, 204/ 1-204/2 oft TTjPt 

fttlTT T fTTT-OTT PP*ft ft 3fftT ftp "a" TT flRfft ft I 

ST—T POf TPT TO' T ft 'PIS ft. 204/ 1-204/2, 203 Oft 01 pt fttOT % 010-010 OOOft | fttr qpftt 

ft, PI? ft. 1 8 9, 1 88, 185/1-1 85/2-185/3 Oft ftftOT % OTO-OTO OPfft ft OP TTPfOT 

“or" 'P foooft ft I 


[ft. 4301 5/a/ 9 0-00. fto.ospl] 

ftftooft 00 pot oor, op of 


MINTSTRY OF COAL 
New Delhi the 28th May, 1996 

S.O. 1656.—Whereas by the notifieetion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal number S.O. 
1301 dated the 4th June, 1993, issued under sub-seetion (1) of section 7 of the Cor.l Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, 
Part II, Section-3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 12th June, 1993, the Central Government gave notice of its intention 
to acquire the lands and rights in the locality specified in the Schedule annexed to that notification; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance of section 8 of the said Act has made his report to the 
Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, :.ft;r considering the report aforesaid and after consulting the Govern¬ 
ment of Maharashtra., is satisfied that,— 

(a) the lands measuring 16.275 hectares (approximately) or 40,22 acres (approximately) described in schedule 
"A”, Part T„ II and III appended hereto; and 
1292 01/96—11 
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(b) the rights to nunc, quarry, bore, dig nnd search for,/win, work and carry' away minerals in the lands 
measuring 535.5*) hectare:; [approximately) or 1333.50 acres (approximately) described in Schedule "B’’ 
appended hereto; 

should be acquired. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby declares that— 

(a) the lands measuring 16.275 hectares (approximately) or 40,22 acres (approximately) described in the 
said Schedule "A”, Part 1, II and 111 appended hereto; and 

(b) tha rights to mine, quarry, bore, dig and search for win, work and carry away minerals in the lands 
measuring 535.59 hectares (approximately) or 1323.50 acres (approximately) in Mining Rights, des¬ 
cribed in Schedule “B”, appended hereto; 

are hereby acquired. 

The plan bearing number C--l(E) ITI/FR/543-0993 dated the 14th September, 1993 of the area covered by 
this notification may be inspected in the office of the Collector, Nagpur (Maharashtra) or in the cilice of the Coal 
Controller, 1, Council House Street, Calcutta or in the office of the Western Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section!, 
Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpu’ , --440 001 (Maharashtra). 

SCHEDULE ‘A’ PART-1 
NAND BLOCK 
NAGPUR AREA 

DISTRICT NAGPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 

All Rights 


Serial 

number 

Name of Village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsjl 

District 

Aran in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Khandalzari 

41 

Bhiwnpur 

Nagpur 

0.275 

Part 


0,275 hectares 
(approximately) 

or 

0.679 acres 
(. ■ppvoximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Khandalzr.ri : 
4 


—-part, 1 55/1—155/2 part, 156/1—156/2 part. 

1 to 21 


Boundary description : 


El—E2—E3— E4 


Line starts from point El and passe? through village Khandalz .ri partly along the 

4 4 

outer/boundary of plot number — - - in plot numbers-, 156/1- 156/2, 

1 to 21 I to 21 

155/1 — 155/2, then proceeds along the outer boundary P' ot r ambers 155/1 — 155/2 
and meets at point E4. 

Line passes through vill .go Khandalzr.ri and proceeds in plot numbers 155/1—155/2, 

4 

- and meets at sterling j oint ‘EL. 

1 to 21 


E4—El 


[<mr II—tfr 3 (ii)] 
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SCHEDULE ‘A’ PART-II 
NAND BLOCK 
NAGPUR AREA 

DISTRICT NAGPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 

All Rights 


Serial Namo of village Patwari Tahsil District Area in Remarks 

number village circle hectares 

number 

1. Pirawa 40 Bhiwapur Nagptir 6.00 Part 

6.00 hectares 
(approximately) 
or 

14.827 acres 
(approximately) 

Plot numbers acquired in village Pirawa : 

104/1-—104/2 part, 123 part, 124 part, 125/1— 125/B part. 


Boundary description : 
FI—F2 

F2—F3~F4 

F4—FI 


Line starts from point 'FT and passes through village Pirawu along the outer 
boundary of plot numbers 104/1—104/2, 123, 124 and meets at point ‘F2’. 

Lino passes through village Pirawa in plot numbers 124, 12 5A—125B, 123, 104/1 — 
104/2 and meuts at point *F4\ 

Line passes through village Pirawa along the outer boundary of plot number 104/1 
—104/2 and meets at starting point ‘Fl\ 


SCHEDULE A’ PART-111 
NAND BLOCK 
NAGPUR AREA 

DISTRICT NAGPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 

All Rights 


Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
heotares 

Remarks 

1. 

Pirawa 

40 

Bhiwapur 

Nagpur 

10.00 

Part 


10.00 hectares 
(approximately) 
or 

24.711 acres 
(approximately) 


Total of All Rights area — Schedule A’ Part-I + 11 + Ill -= 0.275 + 6,00 + 10.00 = 16.275 hectares 

(approximately) 

or 

40.22 acres 
(approximately) 

Plot number acquired in village Pirawa : 

126 part, 127/1—127/2 part, 128/1—128/2, 130 part, 131/1—131/2 part, 134 part, 135/1—135/2—135/3 part. 
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Boundary description : 

G1—G2—G3—G4 Line starts from point 'GI’ and passes through village Pirawa in plot niimbers 

135/1—135/2'—135/3, 127/1—127/2, 126, then proceeds along the outer boundary 
of plot numbers 128/l“-l28/2 in plot numbers 130, 131/1—131/2, 134 and meets 
at point 'G4’. 

G4—-GI Line passes through village Pi raw a in plot numbers 134, 135/1—135/2—135/3 and 

meets at starting point 'Gl’. 

SCHEDULE ‘B’ 


NAND BLOCK 
NAGPUR AREA 

DISTRICT NAGPUR (MAHARASHTRA) 


Mining Rights 







Serial Name of 

number village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 


Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1. Kcsalapar 

41 

Bhiwapur 

Nagpur 


110.33 

Part 

2. Khandalzar 

41 

Bhiwapur 

Nagpur 


248.87 

Part 

3. Besur 

41 

Bhiwapur 

Nagpur 


76.08 

Part 

4, Pirawa 

40 

Bhiwapur 

Nagpur 


100.31 

Part 






535.59 hectares 


(approximately) 

or 

1323,50 acres 
(approximately) 

Plot numbers acquired in village Kcsalapar : 

29 to 33, 34 part, 35/1-35/2-35/3, 36 to 39, 40/1-40/2, 41 M —41/2— 41/3—41 /4, 42/1-42/2, 44/1-44/2-44/3, 
54 to 60, 61/1—61/2, 62 to 78, road part, Nala part. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Khandalzuri : 

4 

__ p a rt, 5 part, 6, 7, 8/1— 8/2—8/3—8/4, 9, L0,/1 A—10/B—10/C, 11 to 14, 15/1—15/2, 16 to 25, 27 part, 

1 to 21 

35/1—35/2-35/3 part, 36/1, 36/2, 36/3, 37/1—37/2 part, 38/1—38/2 38/3, 39 to 41,42/1,42/2, 43, 44/1, 44/2- 44/3, 
45 46 47/1—47/2, 48, 53 to 56, 57A- 57B—57C—57D, 58, 59, 60/1-60/2-60/3, 61/1-61/2, 62 to 64. 65/1- 65/2, 
66A— 66B-66C, 67 to 69, 72 part, 89, 90, 91/1-91/2, 93 to 99, 100/1-100/2-100/3, 101, 102, 103/1 A-103/1B— 
103/2A—103/2B— 103/3, 104, 105, 155/1—155/2 part, road part, nala part, canal part. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Besur : 

| 85 /l_lg5/2—185/3, 186 to 191, 192/1 A—192/1 B —192/1C—J92/1D—192/2, 193 to 203, 204/1-204/2, 205/1 — 
205/2, 206, 207, 408, 409, nala part. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Pirawa : 

52 to 56 57/1_57/1A - 57/2- 57/3, 58, 59, 60/J— 60/2, 61 to 63, 64A—64B, 65/1—65/2—65/3—65/4, 66, 67/1-67/2 

68 to 78, 99, 100/1'—100/2. 101, 102/1--102/2, 103, 105 to 110, 111/1-111/2, 112, 113/1-113/2, 114 to 121, 214 
to 216, nala part, road port. 

Boundary description : 

^_pj Line starts from point ‘A’ and passes through village Khandalzuri along the outer 

boundary of plot number 25, crosses canal, thon proceeds through plot number 27, 
crosses rofid, then passes through plot numbers 37/1 —37/2, 35/1- 35/2—35/3. then 
proceeds along the outer boundary of plot numbers 36/3, 3 g/ 1. 48, 53, then proceeds 
partly along the common boundary of villages Khandalzuri and Kcsr.h pur and 
meets at point ‘B’. 
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B—C 

Line passes through village Kesalapar along the outer boundary of plot number 78, 
crosses road, then proceeds along the outer boundary of plot number 54 crosses 
nnlr> proceeds along the outer boundary of plot numbers 44/1—44/2—44/3, 41/1 — 
41/2-41/3-41/4, 42/1—42/2, 38, 29, 34 and meets at point 'O’. 

C-D 

Line passes through village Kasalapar along the outer boundary of plot number 34, 
crosses road, then proceeds along the outer boundary of plot numbers 32, 33, 34 
and meats at point 'D\ 

D—E 

Line passes through v'llagc Kesalapar in plot number 34 and meets at point ‘E’. 

E—F 

Line passes through village Khnndalzari in plot number 72, then proceeds along 
the outer boundary of plot number 69, crosses carnal, then proceeds along the outer 
boundary of plot numbers 93, 91 /l—91/2 and meets at point T\ 

JF—g 

Line p vsses through village KJiandr.lzuri along the outer boundary of plot numbers 
91/1—91/3, 90, 89, 103/1A— 103/iB—103/2A— 103/2B—103/3, 105, 104, crosses 
nnia in plot number 5, then proceeds partly along the outer boundary of plot number 
4 

-, and passes through plot numbers 4/1 to 21, 155/1- 155/2. crosses Nalu 

1 to 21 

and meets at common village boundary of villages Khandalzari and Pirmya at 
point 'G'. 

G-H 

Line passes Lbrough village Pirawa, crosses nula, then proceeds along the outer 
boundary of plot numbers 120, 121, 214, 109, 105, 103, 102/1-102/2, 101, 99, 
road, orossei rond, then proceeds along the outer boundary of plot number 78 
and meets at point 'H\ 

H- I 

Line passes through village Pirawa along the outer boundary of plot numbers 78, 
73, 72, 70, 69, 64A—64B, 63, 62, 61, 55, 54, 52, then proceeds through village* 
Besur along the outer boundary of plot numbers 207, 409 205/1—205/2, 204/1 — 
204/2 and meets at point T. 

I—A 

Line passes through village Besur along the outer boundary of plot numbers 201/1 — 
204/2, 203, cresses nala, then proceeds along the outer boundary of plot numbers 
189, 188, 185/1—185/2—185/3 and meets at starting point 'A’. 

[No. 43015/6/90-LSW] 
Mrs. P. L. SAIN1, Under Secy. 


j^pctir sfk <rf>5nt ^irpiTrfiS'i^ 

(WR# fapfTiTT) 

?r i 10 1996 

ifnfo arr® 16 5 7.—'4TTtf : R 'TptbT 

3TfSrfaWj 1956 ( 1956 OT 102) 44 yUT 3 4ff 

^TErrtT (i) % tftr (u) % ywnn ¥ w/et-w A 

6T4 faiRTWFFT *fl'-T£ SiR 3FfcT anrC-TTy 

sTwyTry wfaiw, sfT'fcn: mf fwrnrsw vnk fw 
farsrr^ finTpr, *sfY yrs; mgy sTtt ttj.'tvth' jyfTvr^r 
ipr-s^r, tn^TN- , ar^- 424001 , trsm^ <ft 14 fat*RR;, 
1995 A ■uityPr ^rprferi'T nfTTR 54 utrt 
fomr mrr £ 1 

v<r. w wfPr *r<4tA via yfafwr =irr uai 3 

571 TPTffiTT ( 1 ) A WffW 4 41774 BWuT V oGm-far 

^cir wrw *fft yffcrgwr wnr i38, 5 fw 9 


liWT, 196 0 IT farmfa-fay 3ffT Trvfta4 sp^rft £, 

iTVfrf^ 

iTrf srfy^wr A, yen 3 4 ft tjwitt ( 1 ) % 
^ (»y) A 3Twty 'WtfmT'' #557% wr*mr¥, 

7 3 sftr 444 TRfhtT srfyfc.^ft A WFT 477 faryfAfW 
%fj tt&tPf afu nfyfcnt r^it zrnbft wry:— 

"7 4. STo F. WT4m 

sfRFrr m fW7»iTE4«T, 
nrfir fWr fariy f^n^, 
j yV 5T3i 4iS4 ^trr nf&'r^r 54744, 

y^-424001, JTfrW’' 

[Tfwr^Vf 11013 / 4 / 9 ew° otoJjo^fr] 

w° ¥. ffP-Tf, fpjr srfsmTf 

TrTf^Tift: ijir yftnjyfrr vnv4 % trsrw *¥ srftTfmrr 
TT'shT 44o3TU 13 6, fwfav O^rWfT, 19 60 
%■ smftiw 4?f 4f «fr i 
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MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 1996 

S.0.1657,—Whereas in pursuance of clause (b) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Indian Medical Coun¬ 
cil Act, 1956 (102 of 19561, Dr. Amamath Baswantrao 
Solepurc, Professor arid Head, Department of Physiology, 
Sri Bhausaheb Hira Government Medical College, Mala- 
gaon, Dhule-424001, Maharashtra has been elected by the 
Senate of North Maharashtra University, Jalgaon to be a 
member of Medical Council of India from 14th December, 
1995 ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 3 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendments in the notification 
of the Government of India in the then Ministry of Health 
No. S.O. 138, dated the 9th January, 1960, namely:— 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected under 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3", after serial 
number 73 and the entries relating thereto, the following 
serial number and entries shall be added, namely:— 

“74. Dr. A. B. Solepure, 

Professor and Head, 

Department of Physiology, 

Sri Bhausaheb Hira Government Medical College, 
Dhule-424001, 

Maharashtra." 

[No. V. 11013/4/96-ME(UG)] 
S. K. M1SHRA, Desk Officer 

Foot Note.—The principal notification was published in 
the Gazette of India vide notification number S.O. 138, 
dated the 9th January, 1960. 


fefar farro TTfaruffi 

fcwfir, 27 Rt 1996 

tt.ml less :—mcftt ift, feresft w 
TTSfriT- 2001 if faRifafaM fafftEPT MT fa fa 

Mlfalfaffi *JfaTT fa? faBTSHT Sl'ffiTfiffiT fan MPT 

t i THdTfaT ^fnfTenfr % fafa fas ffafr ^fanr fa 
faf viTirT fa/faf mrs ?-7r fa at w, mm Yrfavr/ 
M7MI % attfa fari FT MltR if 3 0 

fa' MfatT MTT TTTfaTfafafaTT ferfa fa fad 
srifaTUfa fafinq- “fa” svifa Mnfamf .u. fa 
fern % tut m it far ffifaf 11 Mifafi v&J 

iJTTrT fai MR fa Tor fat 7TT Mr TTT 

Mfffal 1 


MfaSPf— 

1. “TT-fan yV-7 (’JfaT fa?R) it Tfa TTY, 

TTSf ^ M fifsfi TRT/Ffq- fai; M, if <7<7. fa.fa. 

UfifaTfaTi'i if, TfSNK M far.ST.fat. Mi. 
TOTM/fa^T BIN % fat, 0. 32fa77T: (0.79 fat?) 
ifaf % vrfa 7WW fa “MTtr-a.'fFEffi” (fn -T TFn) 
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M “fafafafa” (fatT faj) it MT-fa TT TTOTT \ l” 

2. “fafaiT 37-77T qftfaSMT far-1 % 'dJT % <T7 M 

far BEK it TWifa 8 0 Mi?:?; -sffaf MgM M, facTM 
it MrMtM tfafa (lift fait) Mfa ffarfa ^ I, 7 
FMB ffa fa#. % 'JTTfa "t f>r>T faffiffaT MT.if.’T. 
VfatlfLT VjftJ JTTT faffi-TM t 40 fan, tTrTTftrTiT T , 
TRi fasiST fat MTTfapTTcMTI (fafafaf VTCCT 

TTtt) M ffa YfiMT 21 faffa 7 : (52.0 fafiT) TJ 
% ffM YT7PT TM “MUTT 0 ! #fa M TlTrMTT “yTTV 
M Msfar ffif 37RFT t l” 

3. “<J# it TI9MTT Tfa'T faT fa MbR MU r tfTT<T ij 
TiFTM Y'TTTT (#T Mfr) M hA) TfiflM it 80 tfr?T 
TTnlTTT BPTtfaffiU TRT TTRI-dt'iT MST (MTU 
ftreiR) M fat MWT 39,3|TTMT (97.0) 0^? 
tfar % '*jfa TTTTT ffit "TitiT-ITTM” M ‘fartMfadf 
tfa MM ffifafanT MfaJrMT (fa . MU .TT . Tffi. ) 
TiTfaMT 6) M TTY'T TT T^TfT % l” 

4. MiTifaT M'TltUT FT TTIT TRi TTMT fRTM'T % 

fac, iFjTcf fatsw, test tR-tv rati tfaM, 

.faffiTM MTTU, Mrt.fa. Hf fafaf % ffirTTMT fa 

MYT MTLJ % g-fa ^fa-f??ifat it MT^T TfalT 1 

[M.faK. 20 (is) ss-far.fa.] 

fa7T MTtJT TMri, MTffifT Ofa fafaT 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 27th May, 1996 

S.O. 1658.—The following modification which 
the central Govt, proposes to make in the Master 
Plan for Delhi-2001, are hereby published for pub¬ 
lic information. Any person having any objection| 
suggestion with respect to the proposed modifica¬ 
tions may send the objections)suggestions in writ¬ 
ing to the Commissioner-cum-Secretary Delhi 
Development Authority, Vikas Sadan, 7T Block, 
iNA, New Delhi within a period of 30 days from 
lue date of issue of this notice. The person mak¬ 
ing the objections(suggestion should also give his 
name and address ;— 

MODIFICATIONS : 

1. “The land use of an area mcasuing 0.32 
ha. (0.79 Acre) falling in sub-zone F-7 
(Sukhdev Vihar) bounded by District 
ParkjCultivated land in the North and 
East, MCD compost plant'Workshop in 
the South and NDMC Workshop!exist¬ 
ing Road in the West, is proposed to be 
changed from ‘recreational’ (District 



—tfirj(ii)] STRT’FT 8, 1996/a^ is, 1918 19?? 


Parks)” to mnaufacturmg (Sendee Cen¬ 
tre)”. 

2. “The land use of an area, measuring 
about 21 ha. (52.0 acres) forming part 
of Narela Sub-city Project Phase-I and 
bounded by proposed 80 M wide Road 
in the North, Rural use (Agricultural 
land) Village Tikri Khurd in the South, 
DDA acquired land developed for re¬ 
settlement of Slum and JJ in tire East 
and 40M R|W existing road and Recrea¬ 
tional (developed green strip) in the 
West, is proposed to be changed from 
'Rural use' to ‘Residential use’.” 

3. “The land use of an area measuring 
abouf 39.3 ha. (97.0 acres) and bounded 
by Western Yamuna Cana! in the East 
Rural use (Agricultural land) in the 
North and West and 80M proposed RjW 
Bawana Narela Road (Urban Extension) 
in the South is proposed to be changed 
from ‘Rural use’ to ‘Public & Semi Pdfa- 
lic facilities’ (CRPF Battalion 6 nos.)”. 

2. The plan indicating the proposed modifica¬ 
tions will be available for inspection at the office 
of the Joint Director, Master Plan Section, 6th 
floor, Vikas Minar, I.P. Estate, New Delhi on all 
working days within the period referred above. 

[No. F. 20(18) 95-MP] 
V. M. BANSAL, Commissioner-cum-Secy. 


9 uf, 1 99a 

44° 3tr° 1659 —- Rrtc Brfhffnrn, 

1 947( 1947 44 14) ffi) U1TT 17 % 3Tr[trpJT 1?, 
tdttt ifU y'T p: mmri % fTtrfaffiT 
3fbr T4% % affa, 3FJ3U if fafe? sfraffw 

Fcny vf, arfsRrrw, % w 

<? 

Yt RffiTfalcf S', WT aelffiT ’PnpTT’PT 8-5-96 

TTrc=T ^3TT «TT I 

[T#4T IDT 12’01l/lOl/88®) 3TTC (sff-2)] 

ffio mrivy, uff srfh't.TTt 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 9th May, 1996 

S.O. 1659.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the awaid of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Jaipur ns shown in the AnneTurc in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
UCO Bank and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 8th May, 1996. 

[No, L-12011 /101/88-D,II.A|IR(B-I!)] 
P. J. MICHAEL, Desk Officer 


3 FT 44 

TEit-T jtrwrfT-Tiror, Tjif, ^437 

44T 4° Trt°3UT° 34° 63/89 
incfr httf, s .tr Tf 5 rivnr % pp - - 

1201l/l0l/88#) 2[»C) fhfph 1-6-S9 

ST81TW, FffifhTffiF, TCTFTT '444, 

mtrWpr sftey 7 ’ i 4tCr 

44FT 

yprr WOTmfl, 4Tt 4#, HTTRff 444, 7r44T I 

3PTT«ff 

YqfbFT 

TFFfbi itrtmdt'fi, s ff t vtcro itf~ ^rropxyo-iton/ro 
TThf tt 3fr< h : -fecvrourry 

HRI «ff sibc ?f : sffi if FT ffi?T 

orrri farffiffi: 21 - 10-95 

qffiffi Itfdfffitr hfr ttitfJ 4 fV'TSf) Siftfuf-T 

«fV myfFfi fi 1 spfi 43TT 44 w | far 

fiFTisf 4144 -iTfir^FT 4 SoFtFT 4 TW*Ti4T t?T 441 

t 1 c-TffTT y af-tr qfai.w 44 
ttj t upt ijfarrr faerr? y ypt TufTifr '-mt 
ffirm t 1 #4* Tit % Tniimr 44 ## 4 

srfirffi 7)444 tr bfFfvfh nh 4fiF4fa4 % 3 fttttt 
famT if arfaiWT yrfVl 444 44 4T^4 

firm yrer | 1 3r^ftr44 irFT;RT«f kw tt 
yyr ffi’iT 1 

TTO C^-0 5tTTC, iTTTTTtftiT 
Bifycft, 141#, 1996 

ffiTo 3TTo i860. — ht'TfrfiTTT yfhfffiHT, 

1947(1947 44 14 ) trr 7 T 17 % y^TT'ir y, 

UYffiTT ^ 3T# bf‘4'4T (tv,T4 yTFTvf 

T TffiaW T CT'ls ficfTiTT 3lV mTFTRT ip 

R afratfCTT IT, , hT#iy irCTlX 

tfhfibTT 3Tftr4iCif, 4TTTV % TffiTe ffit SPinf&leT 4n?fr 
% #T %#hr 9-5-9 6 ffil RI4T g&iT >41 I 

[Tnurr rit 12012 / 22 i/90-ai'(t"3TTTo (ffi- 2 )] 

yfBT, teffi 3iftF?rpt 

New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1660.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the AnnextU'e 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in rela¬ 
tion to the management of New Bank of India (Now PNB) 
and their workmen, which wps received by the Central 
Government on 9th May, 1996. 

[No. L-12012/22I/90-lR(B-Il) | 
BP. \J MOT-T4N, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K, SR1VASTAVA, PRESIDING OFFI¬ 
CER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIRU- 
NAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. PANDU NAGAR. DECK I 

PALACE ROAD, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 289/1990 

Deputy General Manager, 

New Bank of Tndia. 

L Tolstoy Mam New Delhi. 

AND 

Asstt. General Secretary, 

New Bank of Tndia Employees Union, 

C/o New Bank of India Rawatpura, 

Agra. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi, 
vide its notification No, L-12012/221/90-LR. E-2, dated 
7th December, 1990, has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of New Bank 
of India in terminating the services of S Sh. I a> 
Singh and Rajcsb is justified ? If not. to what 
relief the concerned workmen arc entitled 

2. It is not necessary to give fact of the case ns the parties 
namely Lai Singh & Rajesh on the one hand while Punjab 
National Bank on the other hand have filed compromise 
dated 22nd April, 1996 by which thy management has agreed 
to give fresh employment to these workmen and the work¬ 
men have agreed to give up their back wages. 

3. In view of the above agreement the reference bus 
become infmetous and the concerned workmen are entitled 
to no relief. 

B. K. SRTVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
R£faw=ft, 14Rf, 1996 

rro sno-iefii-.sftotftyfi fsrrre aifsrftrRR, 1947 

( 1947 RR 14) RR STITT 17 % RRRRR R, %RftR 
RpTR RrR t'T % TR9RR % RR/J fRRtWRTT 3T|T RRR" 
RRRR R fafRTJ RTRtffiT fRRTT R 
rIsHr-t yRmffJTTT rrtrt % trrr rr RRTpfsTR 
RtRft t, Rft RRcTUT RvRRF 9-5-96 NWTSrr^T fRT R7 I 

[*P*RP UN-1201 2/50/95-RT^oRTTo (sfl— 3 )] 
RR Rt?R, f*R? RfsFTn^V 

New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1661.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Labour Court, Ajmer 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of UCO 
Bank and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 9th May, 1996, 

[No. L-12(H2'50'95-TR(B-IU] 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 

RtfRR 

FTTLTTT :—TR “ TTT T T RR RWtfffiT ^TTTrfRTT'R - 

RpTRR tjo jftoRT$o£to5TPTo 3 /9 5 
RtRT :—-FTTo 12012/50/95, feo 25-8-95 
rfjTRtfpT TrflTTT^t :—Wt ^ fa? 

•qT j 0 tt^ o^f omr o 


TRIERST, LTvrFTET (r; r) t?R RT fa TffforR, 

24 ‘?t, -T RTf oTU- TTffa RRjfRTT, TLm 

. ,rrr«ff 

MM IH 

RURT R3TRJRT, ?TTiT RURR RRRfRR, Rl-7 9. TTFRl 

rrt, sfrerjr I 

. .STORR? 

RRftRR:— 

STNff frr RRfTRR 

$ft Rt-otTRo srVtFRR, RRIRT Rft RtT R 

, 1 

RTTS; 22-4-199H 

1. RiTR RTRRT R |RR fa TIL TR ’RTRlfRT'ri’T 

T 1 RfjfR'ifR £3 rT-tr Fprt t:— 

Whether the action of the management of UCO Bunk, 
Jodhpur is deducting a sum of Rs. 969.57 from 
the suhsistunce allowance of Shri Rajendrn Bhanduri 
clerk-cum-cashier and uh-o deducting Ijjis salary 
for 9-4-94 and debiting a sum of Rs. 10 from bis 
account is legal and justified ? If not what relief 
is the said workman entitled to 7 

2- RHff Tt RTF R RUST RRRJT RRR RRt, RT5R 
TTRfaR Tft-7 8, MTf#T RRT r>jrt (fs;R RPR R JJRR 
RWT NTRRT) % fTLS 5URR RTLRfT RlRi #R a, 
RWT R w RffiTT & fa RR 11-4-94 % R 

Rphl RrifRR RR R fRRfRr fcRT RRT 3fhr fRRRT- 
RRR RR u(uf -sfr-WR RRT fclT jTRT RT I 

~3R% R3TTR RR rWr R f=lRRRltR % R^BR R RRR 
94 % fWr? Rn R R 969. 57 Tt ’RRWt’ RR rft 
Rt, Rt RRR t I 9-4-94 ffit Rptff RoSfiTo 

#'RT % fRRRlRRTT %R il REftR % fRWfrR R RniRT 
RT% R RRT RT Rft Rbl f^R RT R31R 
ft?R RR Rap PHufFRR RTRR ^R TRR 

1 95.20 tR TTR fRR I 

R| TTt tT R 13-5-94 Tt RTRf % RTR R fRRT 
T 7 TR RTF? RRTfRf T R i 0/-R0 TTT ffR I 

* 

3 . RET ?IR E~RR RRTT R6TT if Wr rmt 
I % RT«ff RT fTfTfi RR R f'T'R^'f f%RT RVT 
3fT TLVffr rV fRRRT^RT?- Rf Rr 3PTR RT.'TIR 3T 1 |T 
tk faRR T#r «fl rF: rtr! 'jfRR 
TT RRF^RR RfTl f^TT RT I WR TTRil RTR^ 

^R Up fTT TT R TR fiTTRT RtpT RT I 

4- RTRf R RT'iR R ^RR TR 'Ptp fjpRp 3ptT Tppfr 
RtL R ETW it Nt RteRRo ^RIRPR epup |tr , 

5. tR RRR R4JT RT RRT TR RTUffifT RR RTRRFft 
R RRRtRTR f^RT I 
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mil qrf THTH : 8, 19 9 18, 1918 


6. rrr*ff d ?r*Ti iiriT if ust d fir TOfr kTO? 
w ir TO TO apt TO iTOT TOi TO TO krcr TO 

% tdl % lOj-Tio «pr ?ft£ ^tTO 1T1T IW r3TT 

tTO: n TOd TOfTO TO TOhTO TO TOr % TO 
iwwn «f i ftkrsr if i? ids nr TO uTO 

TO TOts iff §at, i? ?rrc:oTO°irr£° Jr 
fTOiJ ?it TO «rw TOtTiikTO TO aft TO? fur ark 
irr-iff Jr iff irikw TOTTO in TO if i TO ^ri^fr TOs 
TOis irTO TO TO ^fii TOf ik firaft TO i TOT 
mir | kr i? «rw m nr TO tr^otr^oafto td nr 
TOar wwr i i? mrTO k TO to TO TOoirf°TO 
<fto TO fflwicr dr w tt iTOkr TOmTO itot 
mr ark fTO TO % iTO ts #r 1 ? wi it nr «rr, 
(TO. if ti fw it TOx nw mrst m i 

7. io TO® TO % TOrfi ikrkrkr TO T 0 11° 

cs 

TOirii ? ^r-T^ft nrm if d?T | kr TOi k sn«ff 
dr kriii hi if fnf? TO ir irfdr TOTO if TO 5 ft 
TO TOfU TO aw 21 . 6 % 1<W Permissible I I 
?i itti Bfft fk-jfr nrwrrTO iTO t kr srrTO TO? nr 
ir xrr iff. fna; TO TOr ir tot ^-2 jjsit fTOr 
TO kr TOT ik TO to v tt ark rTOf its irt TOr 
d tw io/-i° TO ittTO TO fTOTTOTK TO TO TO 
f.rid TO© dtf to TO 1 

s. srr*ff krkd k nt-7 vttw fr fTO 

a t^'T kd '■ 

( 1 ) kr k«i% '*r# if Jr krk vfr sr-m Jr 
?rfir kkf ^ Tff 5,i TOdf 1 


WRo^*Vo?rrfo if <TO ^ ^froT 

'ttTto ffir skfer | to ferr mrr | 1 sn: 


w fffr Tk k4k 
TiTfr TOr^r ipTr 5 ft rff 


irwTO TO * 


r-, 

\ j t 


V v.i 

fkTOr ;jt»m 


TO Tot 

1 


11- srr«ff dr w tt kTOi TO TOr *rnr 
kf TO™! TO | kr 3iT TO IT TO ’bTT ?t I 
ii'-w tt •m if TO 11 t«pt kw %, »fSr kr 
fiTO iRfi TO ^rr TO if TOf fTO ^nTOf TO' I 1 
kf'T ITT ir 5TW TTTT rff TTlfr Ti’RlTO Tr ’TTaTT 
t 1 5fsr kr fTO 'fssvjf^ vg iTO TO t kr TO 
ttttt TOf % in irdf i n^oiTTonfj TO sr^ikifi 
dr TO if dtoTO 0 ^ 0 ^ 0 if fWnpr TO ark TOTOpt- 
x i^t itTOt TOmTO wr mrr 1 wr. nr kr TOT 
TO iriTOm irrffj; tn ^TOfTOr mr ikn irfrar 
TO TOn 1 


12 . 5,-^r tit 9 6 9.5 7 /-io TO TOTO irr tpr 
^ t? TOtt kTO t,TO Jr it? ttTO 94 if TO TO t 
TO TTTT if fmf fr kr irTO % TOTOt qr iwr 
ITT zig TOvTO iri ir< if TO TO TOaT it Twr^irr 
fiTO tt i TO k-fn: sttTO t TO ?r TO iro f p-TT 
it, TOr it TO TO h'-tott % 111 if TTOkria - 
'(i $ 1 TOf % ic’r Ttat TO tt ^rfn tTO -tyt 
il :tt TO TO if TO if larr TO ivr it h 
TOt TO TOt ?<■{ in ni 9 leicrf TOr w^iTOi 
iTO irfT 5,1 mrr 1 

13 . sri: TOw fiiK it TOrkTO tot Tran: 
krqr arm |:— 


(2) >TTO if i!iT 10/-10 qrr arrTO TO 11% 
TOfer 1 iff nri % tw hi i^ff sfwt 
KW. kw %, kr w krTOw TOnkTO 
ijr raws' TO TOirTO i?ff iff 1# 1 

( 3 ) if TO 11 TO TO ITT it 1 sw: TO 

n 111 irnrr TO ibjkw % 1 

9 . iTO TOTO TOo TO % ifakrkr 1 kw TO 

rr= : PT ki b : 

if kr wTO is-11-94 if? TO if 51: ifw ?t 

11 T t TO TO TO lir rfTf % kTCT 9 6 9.57 10 

it? 9 4 ii' ; rk TO TO TO % kfa- 

n | afire iw irTO TOr knit dr wiirc & TO: 
^TOiit kff TO# iw 1 it TO TO 1 rfr itTO 1 
m'i wr 1 TO 1 

in. TO ITI if pH id-r if 1 10/-IO -tt tt^t 

a,-TO TO TO TO d itut dii nrff ir 

iTO iTO ^ :ifT ^ rr;:rT ^kw TO iq'fkr iir kr 
irdT i a in ^ kr sfftriTO ; fr wfr 1 It wt iTO 
in ft-irnw fTO 1 i TO m if krkir iff Tout 
TOttTO iff krririkf TOrir iffr t TO: idi iri ink 
if iit TO e irk 11 Tinfr itt TOu TOt fffr arm 

12.02 01 / 76 —- 12 . 


1011 arriTii, TO 7 9 irrTO in: 
TOjn dr mr iw TOT % fut? TO ir 969 .57 
TO ft iTO "-kw TO di drkn 9 - 4-94 % TOT 
dr ryu fkr iff TO TOTO sr^kn % TO ikf to 
11 ni TO TOTTO TO iifTO ^ 1 ww TOT 
9 - 4-94 h tw TO 11 lit io Too TO TOt< if 
itw iTOr it TOiwrk % 1 

14 . iir? iimTO irw twit >11 kivm TO 
kniTTOR nmrTO TOrr iTO 1 

fft kr? ^o anwiTO, wwtTOi 
TOfTOTO, 14 TO, 1996 

HoarTo 1662—TOfrkrir ffiw TOakm, 1947 
( 1947 H 14) TO Til 17 dr STITWr if, dr-TOl 
tout iTO TOr % rwwak d TOs fiTOiTO TO 
11% TOTO % TOi, 'irita if kfTO TOTOfiir 
ftaro if, dTOfi mn 3rkffkrir fswr, jjjTO d 
TO TO iinfifw iTOf to dTOi mn TO 
13-5-96 TO snw |3TT H I 

[IHT ITT— 12012/364^92—aTO ITT (TO-II)] 
?n TOfi» arkii'A 
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New Delhi, the 14th May, 1 996 

S.O. 1662.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in the Indus¬ 
trial Dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of UCO Bank nd their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 13-5-96. 

[No, L-12012/364/92-IRCB-ID1 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. B. Pause, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/21 of 1993 

Ernp'ovem in relation to the management of UCO Bank, 
Nagpur. 

AND 

Their wort men, 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workmen : Mr. Umesh Nabar, Advocate. 

For the Employer: Mr. V. P. Valdya, Advocate. 

Mumbai, dated 9th April, 1996 
AWARD—PART-I 

The Government of India. Ministry of I abour bv its Order 
No. L-t^OI? G64 /9?-IR(B.TT) dated 1-3-1903. had referred 
to the following Industrial Dispute for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of UCO Bank 
in dismissing Shri S Veukatnchari from the *ervmes 
of the bank is insttfli-d ? If not, what relief the 
workman is entitled to ?” 

1 S. Venkntnchari. the workman was appointed by the 
Urn Bank, the management in its service. He was A*stt. 
Cashier at Akola. He was then transferred to Sitabuldl, 

3. The workman pleaded that on 16-8-1989 when he was 
working at cash payment counter he received an urgent tete- 
phone call from one of his close relatives requesting him to 
come to him immediately for his personal and urgent work. 
The workman took permission from the manager and one 
Mr. A. A. De-hnande was Put in charge of his counter. But 
on. his wav the workman met with an accident and *o re¬ 
quired m be hospitalised on 3-10-1989. A show came "Otlce 
was pVn to him for the incident dated 16-10-1989. He 
gave a r*n1v to it on 5-10-1989. Thereafter he did not r-crive 
any intimation from the management so far as the incident 
dated 16-8-1990 is concerned. 

4. On 6-4-1990 the workman rece’ved another Show Cause 
Notice from the management in relation to tome of his al'eg- 
ed private tramartions which had nothing to do with the 
business of the hank. Tt was faiseiv aliened that the work¬ 
man misused his position as the bank cashier for securing 
pecuniary benefits and acting prejudicial to the interest of the 
bank. On 19-4-1990 he gave a renlv to it. On 10-5-90 
the management cautioned and warned the workman ju res¬ 
pect nt *he misconduct refened in the show cause notice dated 
6-4-1990. 

5. The workman was suspended by the letter dated 16-7-90 
for the alleged misconducts shown in the show cause notice 
dated 16-8-89 a”d 6-4-90. The raid suspenrion was followed 
by a chargesheet dated 12-9-1990. The same charges wp-e 
levelled against the workman including shortage of Rs. 3 000 
(Rnnrrs Three Thousand On'vl occurred on 7-5-90. It is 
pleaded that bv any strength of imaninatlon it cannot be said 
that the workman committed misconduct in terms of dame 
19 ( 5 ) 0 ) of Bi-partled settlement. The management proposed 


to hold departmental inquiry against the workman. Shri V. L. 
Manani was appointed as the inquiry officer. It is pleaded 
that after the initiation of the inquiry proceedings the work¬ 
man was called by the management qpd promised that in 
case he admits his guilt the management would again allow 
turn to go with a warning letter. It is averred that under the 
circumcanccs the applicant admitted the said charges during 
the cour c e of inquiry on 12-12-1990. Thereafter the work¬ 
man was dismissed by the Civl. Manager by his order dated 
6-7-1991. While pussing an order the Divisional Manager 
considered other aspect of the matler, which did not form 
part of the charge. The workman was never given an op¬ 
portunity to meet those allegations. It is averred that the 
order of dimslssal is totally illegal and improper, 

6. The workman averred that the second charge contained 
in the Chargesheet dtd. 12-9-1990 could not have been the 
subject matter of disciplinary action. The charge relates to 
private transactions. It is averred that the applicant was 
already punished by way of warning for alleged misconduct 
by order dtd. 10-5-1990. Thus he cannot be given double 
punishment for the same misconduct. It is averred that the 
charge of the misconduct was of a minor and technical 
character. As such the punishment awarded is sheockjngly 
disproportionate. It is averred that he was victimised for his 
Trade Union Activates which is unjust and improper. It 
is submitted that the findings recorded by the inquiry 
officer are totally perverse. 

7. The workman pleaded that he preferred an appeal 
dated 2-8-1991 before the Astt. General Manager through 
proper channel. The appeal was rejected without proper 
application of mind and in a time limit. It is prayed that 
under such circumstances the order of dismissal may be 
quashed and the workman may be directed to be reinstated 
in service with continuity with full back wages. He also 
claimed other reliefs. 

8. The management resisted the claim by the written 
statement Exhihit-‘3\ It is averred that the dismissal order 
issued against the workman is perfectly legal and proper. It 
is as per the provision* of the Bipartied settlement. It is 
contended that the workman has admitted all the charges at 
the domestic inquiry conducted against him before the order 
of dismissal d'd. 6-7-199). It is submitted that the inquiry 
was conducted by ,an independent inquiry officer, On the 
ba-is of the admission of the worker and findings submitted 
by the inquiry officer the bank had taken disciplinary action 
and issued the order of dismissal dtd. 6-7-1991. It is averred 
that the appeal which was filed bv tho worker was properly 
considered and then it was rejected with reasons. 

9. The raanngement denied that the worker wa* vlndicted 
(file to his trade union activities. It denied other allegations 
whxh the workman had talmn in the statement of claim 
pertaining to the charges levelled against him. Tt Is conten- 
1 hat its ; nit'«fipir disciplinary proceedings is as per the nrrvi- 
sio-"' of the B ! nnrtterl settlement and therefore illegal. It 
denied that the workman was given double punishment for 
one misconduct. Tt is submitted that the bank is awarded 
min'riiTnpnt of d’snustnl on’v after the renort of the inquiry 
officer which found tho workman guilty of all allegations as 
the workman bad admitted the charge'. It is denied that the 
domestic enquiry was not as per the principles of Natural 
Justice, It is sasserted that the punishment awarded to the 
workman is not ilJgal, disproportionate or harsh as averred 
by tho workman. 

10. Tne management pleaded that in the event the Tribunal 
come- to the conclusion that the inquiry is not proper, it 
may be given an opportunity to lead an evidence. For all 
these reasons it is submitted that the workman is not entitled 
to the relief as claimed. 

11. The issue No, 1 is tried as a Preliminary Issue. The 
issue and my findings there on are as follows: 

J ssues Findings 

1. Whether the Inquiry No. 

which is held against the 
workman was against.tho 
Principles of Natural 
Justice 7 
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REASONS 

12. Venkataehary (Exhibit-25), the workman affirmed to 
prove ins claim, tie admitted tne documents winch ure died 

by cue management mongwufi lixmoit- 4'. Noboay entered 
into rhe witness box on befiaif 01 tne management. 

13. Admittedly the worker was working on Cash payment 
counicr m ib-o-my. He amnned mat oq. mat any auer 
receiving me pnone call he lett the pmee and had gone 10 
mcent ms relative, cm tne way ns met wun an accident. 
Tnereuner ho was given a show cause nouce. He gave ex¬ 
planation to it. 

14. Venkataehary afhrmed that again on 6-4-1990 he was 
given another snow cause notice wn.ch ne replied, lhen 
ne was warned by the management. He was suspended by 
order dated itW-iyyu. Eater on ne was setved with a enarge- 
sheet (Lxmbit-5) dated 12-9-1990. 

15. One Mr. Manani was appointed as the inquiry officer 
who issued notice to the won man iniormmg the date und 
the place ot the inquiry. 1 lie worionan admits to have 
received the same, it is not m dispute that alter adjourning 
the mutter the inqmiy took piace on LX-iz-ytJ. On mat date 
the worker admitted h.s guilt in writing. He signed the 
letter which is ulongwith Exhibit-‘l6’. It is pertinent to note 
that the worker by his letter dated 17-10-90 (Exhibit-9) ac¬ 
cepted the charges, it has to be stated that he affirmed the 
same again by the letter dated 12-12-90. No witnesses were 
examined nor documents were produced. The inquiry was 
completed on 12-12-90. Thereafter the inquiry omcer send 
a letter (Exhibit-16) of the same date to the disciplinary autho¬ 
rity UCO Rank, Divl. Office, Nagpur. It states that "With 
reference to the above inquiry he submitted a.ongwith it the 
following in triplicate: Q) Proceedings of 12-12-1990 and 
(2) Letter from the Chargesheeted employee admitting the 
charges against him. 

16. It is not in dispute that the worker followed the charges 
and had taken pait in the inquiry. He did not receive the 
report of the inquiry officer nor any show cause notice for the 
proposed punishment, 

17. Mr. Nabar the Learned Advocate for the workman 
argued that there was no report of the inquiry officer at all. 
Ho had not given his findings on the charges. It is there¬ 
fore, the inquiry has to bo said as unnatural. It is not in 
dispute that there is no inquiry report. The inquiry officer 
alongwilh Exhibit-TT forwarded to the disciplinary authority 
only the proceedings dated 12-12-90 and a letter signed by 
the worker admitting the guilt. Mr. Vaidya the Learned 
Advocate for the management argued that under such cir¬ 
cumstances there was nothing to be reported to the discipli¬ 
nary authority. He hud to only send the proceedings to 
the disciplinary authority and the formality to say that the 
charges are proved even if it is not mentioned had not caused 
npy prejudice to the worker. I find substance in it. 

18. Clause 19.2(E)(3) of the Memorandum of Bi-partied 
Settlement states that the inquiry need not be held after the 
employee makes n Voluntary admission of his guilt in his 
reply to the aforesaid show caurc notice. However, if tho 
employee concerned requests of hearing regarding the nature 
of punishment such hearing shall be given. 

19. I have already observed above the workman by the 
letter dated 17-10-90 (Exhibit-9) which he wrote to the inquiry 
officer clearly speak3 out that the charges against him are 
all accepted by him without condition and reservation of any 
kind. He had al- o mentioned in this let er that to dispense 
with the need for conducting the inquiry there are other 
circumstances mentioned in the letter which need not be 
considered for deciding the preliminary issue. It can be said 
that those are relevant while discussing the point of punish¬ 
ment. 

20. The inquiry officer even after receipt of this letter 
send another letter" informing the workman the date of the 
inquiry and asked him to attend it. He adjourned the matter 
for the rorv'nie^re of the woTkeT and ultimately on Heeember 
12. 1990 the workman again accepted his guilt for the charges. 
From the perusal of the record and from the testimony of 
Venkataehary it cannot be said that an opportunity was not 


given to the worker. In other words this case can be stated 
to be without domestic inquiry. What the inquiry officer 
did is to forward the letter of admitting the guilt of the 
workman and other records. For the sake of argument if it 
is said that he hud failed to submv his findings namely he 
found the worker guilty of the charges was only a formality. 
It has not prejudiced the worker at all. The worker’s prayer 
in his earlier letter is in respect off the punishment only. 
That finds place in his appeal. That was considered by the 
Appellate authority. The order which is passed by the 
Disciplinary authority and the Appellate authority are well 
reasoned. I do not find any reason to hold it as mechanical 
one. 

21, Where a domeriic inquiry is held it has to be seen 
that the workman is given full opportunity to meet the charges 
and defend his case. Here in this case there was nothing 
like that. The worker is the leader of the union. It is not 
his grievance that he did not follow the chartVs nor that he 
was not allowed to examine the witness or that he did not 
receive the documents. It is a case of punishment on ad¬ 
mission. I, therefore, find that the arguments which is ad¬ 
vanced on behulf of the worker that the domestic inquiry which 
was held against him wa« against the principles of natural 
justice Iras no merit. In the result I pass the following order: 

ORDER 

The inquiry which was held against the workman was as 
per the Principles of Natural Justice*. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 
14R$, 1996 

®PTo3TTo 166 3-— atfafaipT, 1947 

(1947 w 14) ^ arm 17 % if, 

afrr ^ anjsrtT ir fhhre afafrfw 

fensrret if, 3rfEr^T°r, 2*^ 

tit SEfilfW % 'sir TOR tfl 13-5-96 

vt in'xr jprr «rr i 

[*OTT ri*r-120l2/l68/92-31Tf 31K («ft-2)] 

vs? arftFfirft 

New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. O. 1663.—In pursuince of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
Bombay as shown in the Aanexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bank of Maharashtra and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Government 
on 13-5-1996. 

[No. L-12012|168|92-IR(B-II)] 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. B. Panse, Presiding Officer 
Reference No. CGIT-2j50 of 1992 

Employers in Relation to the Management of Bank 
of Maharashtra 
AND 

Their Workmen 
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APPEARANCES : 


For the Workmen : Mr. Vinay Karmakar Reprc- 
sentaive. 

For the Employer : Mr. R. G. Londhe Repre¬ 
sentative. 

Mumbai, dated 3rd April, 1996 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour bv 
its Order No. L-12012|168|92-IE(B.I1), dated 
307-1992 had referred to the following Industrial 
Dispute for adjudication. 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank 
of Maharashtra, Bombay in not allotting 
the post of Head-Cash : er category' ‘A’ to 
Sh. V.S. Nanai and depriving him the higher 
Special allowance thereof w.e.f. Octooer, 
1985 to December, 1987 at Fort Branch 
of Bank, is justified ? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled ?’’ 

2. A Bank of Maharashtra there are various al¬ 
lowance carrying post including Head Cashier Cate¬ 
gory ‘A’, Cashier-in-Charge etc. A policy circular was 
issued on 5-8-1974 for allotment of such a post. It 
was in operation till 30-4-1987. The pos has to be 
given to the senior most ellig ble person from the 
branch and there are certain critems mentioned in 
the said circular. 

3. In the Fort Branch of Bank of Maharahstra 
there was a post of Cashier-in-charge. Its extension 
counter is at Mantralaya having lie post of cashier- 
in-charge, At Fort Branch, Head cashier was being 
assisted by more than four clerks (cashiers and the 
said post was required to be 'rented as a head cashier 
category ‘A’ (unit of 5 clerks and above) Thus higher 
allowance should have been given for that post than 
that of cashier in charge, 

4. V, S. Naual, the worker was allotted the post of 
cashier ; n charge of extension counter of Fort branch 
w.e.f. 2-4-85. On 29-9-85 the head cashier’s port at 
Fort Branch became vacant. It was allot ed to Sutve 
who was junior to him. This is in viol al ion of the 
Bi-partied setllemen's and the policies. On 30-12-87 
Nanai the worker way allotted the post of encoder 
operator wb'ch is still higher allowance pos than the 
head cashier category ‘A’ on the basis of his seniority. 
It is submitted tha he was deprived of the hiqher 
allowances between October- 1985 to December 
1987. He was deprived of the said allowance post by 
'he illegal action of the management. It w prayed that 
the action of the management in not allotting the post 
of Nanai is illegal and unjus . He also prayed for 
consequential reliefs. 

5. The management resisted the claim by the 
written sta'ement Exhib't-3. It. is submitted'that when 
the post at Fort Branch was allotted to Surve, Nanai 
nor his unkm raised any objec ion. They are do’ng 
so only because Surve filed an application under sec¬ 
tion 33C (2) of the Industrial Disputes Act of 1947 
before Labour Couurt, Bombay. He could get the re¬ 
lief as prayed for. Now Nanai wants to get the benefit 
of it which he is not entitled to, It is submitted that 


Nanai never worker at Fort Branch and as he did 
not work there he is not en filed to the monetary 
reliefs“which he wants to claim. It is prayed that 
under such circumstances the reference may be an 
swepecl in favour of the bank. 

6. The Union filed a rejoinder at Exhibit-4’ and 
contended that they cannot raise any objec ion or 
take part in the application before 'he Labour Court 
as they were not party to it. I< is averred that if any 
fault is .committed by the bauk by no posting Nanai 
to the said post :hey have to face its consequences. 

7. The issues' that fall for my considei ation and 
my findings there on are as follows : 

Issues Findings 

1. Whether the action of the bank The action is 

in not allotting the post of not justified. 

Head Cashier Category ‘A’ to 

Mr. Nanai and depriving him 
of higher spec ; al allowance 
w.e.f. October 1985 to December 
1987 at Fort Branch of Bank 
is justified ? 

2. If not what rel'ef the As per order, 

worker is entitled ? 


REASONS 

7. From the testimony of Nanai (Ex-7) the worker, 
Sahastrabudhe (Ex-8) the union’s! office bear and 
from the written statement it is clear that Nanai was 
sen or to Surve, at Fort Branch at a relevant lime 
He was suitable for the allowance carrying pos’. Hi? 
suitab'lity was as per the circular dtd. 5-8-1974 
(Ex-5 (1). 

8- As Nanai was senior admittedly he was given 
the pos of cashier hi charge which fell vacant at 
Mantralaya extension .counter on 2-4-1985. There¬ 
after the post of cash : er-in-charge fell vacant a Fort 
Br. on 28-9-1985. It was allotted to Surve. It can be 
seen tha at that time both these pos’s were carrying 
the Same special allowance. The extension counter at 
Mantralaya is part and parcel of the For Branch. 

9. Suive happened to file an application under sec* 
tion 33C (2) of I.D. Act in the Labour Court, claim¬ 
ing ‘he special allowance of head cashier category- 
‘A’. He contended that the post which he is holding 

at Fort Branch is the post of Head Cashier Ca egory 
‘A’ aid is entitled to special allowance as per the 
set lement. According to him he was given a lesser 
special allowance than what as required to be paid. 
The Labour Judge as pleased to accept his conten¬ 
tion and declare tha^ the port which he was holding 
at the Fort Branch is of Head Cashier category *A', 
He is entitled to mone'ary reliefs as claimed. The 
Judgement of the Labour Coupt is at Exhibit-‘6’ dtd. 
3-10-1989. 
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10. It, appears that after the said decision Nanai 
and his union thought that they are deprived of their 
legitimate right by not giving he post. It is argued 
on behalf of the worker that the fault was cummi - 
ted by the management and the worker cannot be 
said to be at fault. I find substance in it, because in 
te Bi-partite settlement is very clearly described a 
particular post as a head cashier category L A’. As per 
the seniority it should have been allotted to Nanai 
Having not raised a dispu e by Nanai the manage¬ 
ment cannot take away his right to have that post. 
It: is not that he denied to accept the post. If that 
would have been so then as per the circular he could 
not have put foward the grievance. 

11. It is tried to submit 1 hat the worker had not 
actually worked as a Head Cashier Category ‘A’. It 
is therefore he is not en itled to the special allowance. 
Infact he could not work because he was not assign¬ 
ed that work. It is not Iiat he refused the same. As 
this is so the argument which is adduced on behalf 
of the bank has no merit. 


?,jft 3ri«B iUw % w=id'$r % 
fipfrsppf 3lfr qrfidTPt % tfd, 3Tr]fafy if ftrfcse 
sfrefrftpf; if, hTur sfrsftfw 3rftm«r, 

qrppjT: ^ *f, : t wfw sft 

■^T 9-5-0 6 Ef til'd fid «fl I 

[u'-QaT x 2 o 12/77/9 2 -srr^ 3 rn:(^-ll)] 

apffepprtl 

New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1664.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the awurd of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as 
shown in ihc Anuexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Central Bank of India and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 9-5-96. 

[No. L-12012|77|92-IR(B-H)] 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 


11. So far as eligibility of Nanai is concerned a is 
accepted position that he was' eligible and therefore 
he was alloted the pos' of cashier-in-charge initially. 
Later on he was alloted a still higher allowance post 
namely encoder operator. Naturally a 1 a relevant 
time he was entitled to the post of a Head Cashier 
Ca egory ‘A’ at Fort Branch. 

12. It is tried to argue on behalf of the bank that 
in view of the set lement dated 13-4-87 (Exhibit-512) 
now Nanai cannot claim the benefit. This argument 
has no merit. Because this se tlement came into effect 
form 13-4-1987. The claim raised by Nanai is on 
the basis of the vacancy falling vacant in October’ 
1985. 

13. For all these reason^ I find that Nanfd is eid filed 
to the difference of special allowance between cahsier 
in charge which he was chawing and that of Head 
Cahsier for the period form 28-9-85 to December 
1987. The action of the management in not alloting 
the post 'o him is illegal and unjust. I record my 
findings on the issues accordingly and pass the 
following order : 

ORDER 

1. The action of the management of Bank of 
Maharashtra, Bombay in no 1 alloting the post of 
Head Cashier Category ‘A' to Sh. V. S. Nanai and 
depriving him the Higher Special Allowance thereof 
w.o.f. October 1985 to December 1987 to Fort 
Branch of Bank is not justified. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOL R 
COURT, PANDU NAGAR, DEOKI PALACE 
ROAD, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 78 of 1992 

Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Varanasi. 

AND 

Secretary, 

Central Bank Staff Association, 

Dipak Takis Ga'e, 

C. K.-37|44-C, Bans Fatak, 

Varanasi-221005, 

AWARD 

1. Central Government Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi, vide its notification No. L-12012|77]92 dated 
24-6-92, has referred the following dispu'c for ad¬ 
judication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Cental Bank of India in withdrawing the 
second stagnation increment granted to Sh 
Ram Achal Misra, Special Assistant, Nagar 
Maha Pal ka Branch, Vanorasi, v, c, f. 
1-1-91 is justified ? If not, 0 what relief 
the workman concerned is entitled to ? 


2. The bank is directed to pay Nanai the difference 
of Special Allowance between 28-9-1985 to Decem¬ 
ber 1987 with : n one month from the receipt of the 
Award. 

3. No order as. to costs. 

S, B, PANSE, Presiding Officer 

dtfrEtt, 14 JT$, 1906 


2. It is not necessary to give the facts of' the case 
as the applicant has moved an application on 3-4-96 
informing that as the opposite party has meet the 
demand of Association, the reference is not pressed. 

3. In view of the above the reference is answered 
agains 1 ; the workman. He will be not entitled any 
relief. 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
14JTt, 1996 
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New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1665.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, No. 2, Bombay as shown in the Annexure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Bombay Port Trust and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 
13th May, 1996. 

[No. L-31011/ll/90-IR(Misc.)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. B. Pa rise, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT.2/17 of 1991 

Employers in relation to the management of Bombay 
Port Trust 

AND 


3. The union contended that the action of the management 
in denying the promotion of the post of clerk Grade-I to 
the workmen on the basis of the said dates is illegal, irregu¬ 
lar and unjust. They prayed that these workers should bo 
promoted to clerk Grade-I on those dates and consequen¬ 
tial benefits with 15 per cent interest on it may be granted 
to them. 


4. The management resisted the claim by the written 
statement Exhibit-‘3\ It is averred that the dispute which 
is raised is after a lapse of six years and is stale. It is, 
therefore, not tenable. It is averred that the Tribunal had 
no jurisdiction to decide the present reference. It is submit¬ 
ted that these workers are the members of the Transport 
and Dock Workers Union. As they are not the members 
of the present union and the union cannot espouse the cause 
for the four workmen concerned in the above reference. 


5. The union averred that these workers were considered 
by the departmental promotion committee for the promo¬ 
tion of clerk Grade-II. They were not lit. Therefore their 
juniors were promoted. Later on when the departmental 
promotion committee found them fit they were promoted 
to the post of clerk Grade-II. Again when they were found 
suitable for the post of Clerk Grade-I they were promoted. 
It is submitted that the juniors to these workmen were 
earlier promoted to clerk Grade-II on the basis of their 
suitability. It is denied that the juniors were illegally pro¬ 
moted defeating the claim of the workmen in the present 
reference. It is averred that the management has not violat¬ 
ed any rules governing the promotion policy of the B.P.T, 
in respect of non-scheduled staff. It is prayed that under 
such circumstances the reference may be answered in favour 
of the management. 

6. My Learned Predecessor framed issues at Exhibit-'4\ 
The issues and my findings thereon are as follows: 

Issues Findings 


Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workmen—Mr, Jaiprakash Sawant, Represen¬ 
tative. 

For the Employee—Mr. M. B. Auchan, Advocate. 
Mumbai, the 4th April, 1996 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its order 
No. L-31Qll/ll/90-IR(Misc.) dated 4th April, 1991 had 
referred to the following Industrial Dispute for adjudica¬ 
tion: 


1. Whether the present reference is 

tenable in Jaw ? Yes, 

2. Whether the court has jurisdiction 

to entertain and decide the 

present reference ? Yes. 

3. Whether the B.P.T. Employees 

Union has locus standi to espouse 

the cause on behalf of the four 

workmen in question? Yes, 

4. Whether the four workmen in question 

must be deemed to be promoted to 
the posts of Clerk Grade-I on and 
from 13-3-1986, 1-3-1985, 1-10-1984 
and 1-3-1985 respectively 7 No. 


“Whether the management of Bombay Port Trust, 
Bombay, in relation to its Docks Department, 
Bombay, is justified in denying their legitimate pro¬ 
motion and seniority to S/Shri Bhikaji G. Babal, 
(2) Avlnash A. Raut, (3) Tulsidas H. Behere and 
(4) Iqbal A. E, Hamdani, all Clerical Gr. II work¬ 
men to the post of Clerical Gr. I ? If not, what 
relief these concerned workmen arc entitled to 7“ 

2. The Secretary for the Bombay Port Trust Employees 
Union filed a Statement of Claim for the workers at Exhi- 
bit-‘2’. It is contended that these workers were appointed as 
Tally clerks in its docks department of Bombay Port Trust. 
Thereafter they were promoted to clerk Grade-II on differ¬ 
ent dates on the basis of seniority and suitability. A depart¬ 
mental committee found three workers fit to be promoted 
for the post of clerk Grade-I on 1st March, 1985 and one 
of them on 1st October, 1984. But the management Illegally 
denied the promotion to the workers on these dates and 
promoted junior workmen in their places contrary to the 
statutory terms of employment. 


5. If not, to what relief they are Does not 

entitled 7 Survive. 


6. What Award 7 As per order. 


REASONS 


7. Bhikaji Babal (Ex-12), Avinash A. Raut, (Ex-10), 
Tulsidas H, Behere (Ex-9 & 9A) and Ahmed Hamdani 
(Ex-11) are the concerned workmen in the present refer¬ 
ence. They deposed in support their claim. Baadish Pradhan 
(Ex-14) Is Shed Suneriptendent. H'-rnalUee p^rk Depart¬ 
ment. deposed for the management. From the testimony of 
these witnesses and the documents which arc Ex-‘6‘ and 
‘15’ the following facts can be said to be admitted. To 
appreciate the pronjational dates and its effect. I will 
put in the form of a chart: 
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Ref. No. CGIT-2/17 of 1991 


No. Name 

Tally Clerk 

Dates Considered by 
D.P.C. 

Clerk Grade-II 

Clerk Grade-I 

1. Babal 

1-3-76 

16-6-81, 5-2-82, 28-1-83 

1-3-83 

5-2-90 

1 A. Pote 

1-3-76 

<j) 

— 

19-10-81 

3-12-85 

2. Rauth 

2-7-74 

22-5-80, 16-6-81, 5-2-83 

1-3-83 

5-2-90 

2A. Narvekar 

-do- 

(j) 

-- 

3-8-80 

8-10-84 

3. Behere 

5-10-74 

22-5-80, 5-2-82 

1-3-83 

5-2-90 

3A. Kaushik 

5-10-74 

0) 

— 

31-10-80 

1-3-85 

4. Hamdani 

28-10-74 

22-5-80, 4-2-81, 5-2-82, 
16-6-82 

1-3-83 

5-2-90 

4A. Saldana 

20-11-74 

— 

2-10-80 

1-3-85 


( 1 ) 


8. From the above chart it is very clear that Pote, Nar- 
vekar Kaushik and Saldana who were juniors to Bahai, Rauth, 
Behere, Horadani respectively were promoted to clerk 
Grade-il earlier to the workmen concerned in the reference. 
It is not in dispute that departmental promotion committee 
considered the cases of the employees for the promotion of 
clerk Grade-II from tally clerk. Fradhan affirmed the date 
of appointment to the particular cadre and subject to suit¬ 
ability is the criteria for further promotion. It is not in 
dispute that for giving the post of clerk Grade-II and clerk 
Grade-I no written or oral tests is conducted. The empioyecs 
are selected by the departmental promotion committee on 
the basis of their leave record and other confidential re¬ 
cord, From the above chart it is also 
clear that these workmen were considered by de¬ 
partmental promotion committee in the year 1981-1982 and 
1983 while giving promotions. They found them unfit. There¬ 
fore, it appears that their juniors were promoted to the clerk 
Grade-II. 

9. It is tried to argue by the Learned Representative for 
the union that the juniors who were promoted to Grade-II 
and the workmen concerned were in Grade-II when the pro¬ 
motion to clerk Grade-I were given to these juniors. Ac¬ 
cording to him while giving such promotions their seniority 
i.e. original seniority should have been considered. I do not 
find any merit in it. Because once the promotion is given 
the cadre is different. 

The seniority is given in that particular cadre ns per the 
dates of the promotions. From the testimony of Prndhnp if 
reveals that while giving the promotion to clerk Grade-T 
also the departmental promotion committee looks the con¬ 
fidential record of the concerned workmen. When these 
workmen found fit to be promoted to clerk Grade-T the pro¬ 
motions were given to them in 1990. But others who were 
found fit for clerk Grnde-I were given promotions long 
back i.c. in the year 1985 or so. 

10. The promotions are given as per the seniority and 
suitability. From the testimony of the witness it Is very 
clear that these workmen were not foond suitable to be pro¬ 
moted initially. They were given chances. But meantime 
their iuniors who were found to bo suitable were given pro¬ 
motions Behere admitted that seniority is maintained on the 
basis of promotion i.e. which I have stated above. 

11. It is the case of the workmen that they were never 
informed that they are not suitable Pradhan affirmed that 


the adverse remark in their confidential file was reported to 
the worker. He produced such a record alongwith Exhi- 
bit-* 15’. It is not in dispute that there is no departmental 
inquiry against the workmen. That does not mean that they 
are suitable. It Is the committee which decided the matter. 
It is not the grievance of the union that there are malafields 
in the selection. There is no evidence to that effect also, 
Pradhan had deposed that while removing the record they 
have misplaced some of the files of the worker and there¬ 
fore they could not be traced. There is no reason why his 
word has to be rejected. Mr. Samant the Learned Represen¬ 
tative of the Union argued that under regulation 8(11) of 
the B.P.T. Employees Regulations 1976 withholding the pro¬ 
motions is a minor penalty which could be missed only after 
following the procedure laid down under the Regulation 
14 & 15 of the said regulations. In fact the said regulation 
8 has no application to the present circumstances. It is be¬ 
cause that the promotions were not withheld for a particular 
reason. But it was not given to the workman as they were 
not found suitable at that particular time. The promotion 
cannot be claimed as of a right. It is by way of selection 
and suitability. As the committee did not find these work¬ 
men suitable for thev were not promoted to the post which 
they claimed on those particular dates. 

12. It is tried to argue on behalf of the management that 
these workmen were the members of the Transport and Dock 
Workers Union who by letter dated 16th July, 1987 demand¬ 
ed promotion of these workers as claimed in the present 
reference. The management replied the same on 19th August, 
1987. It was informed to the union that due to the non- 
clearancc of these clerks by the DPC their seniority could 
not protected and the facts of Das Gupta Award does not 
apply to the present case. It is argued on behalf of the man¬ 
agement that it is therefore the Transport and Dock Workers 
Union had given up the demand. 

13, It appears that subsequently the present union by its 
letter dated 3rd January, 1989 raised the present dispute 
with Asstt. Labour Commissioner, It is tried to argue on 
behalf of the management that these workmen are the mem¬ 
bers of thB Transport and Dock Workers Union. Therefore 
the present union cannot raise the dispute. Mr. Sawant the 
Learned Renresentative of the workmen submitted that these 
workmen are their members. As the matter was not serious¬ 
ly disputed he had not lead evidence to that effect. It can 
be seen that from the testimonv of the Pradhan he had no¬ 
where stated that these workmen are not the members of the 
present union. It can be further seen that this contention was 
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not raised by the management before the Asstt. Labour Com¬ 
missioner. As this is so I find that they are members of the 
union and the present union had right to espouse the dis¬ 
pute. 

14. So far as Issues No. 1 & 2 are concerned it appears 
that the management had given up the objection so far as 
tenability of the reference and the jurisdiction of this Tribu¬ 
nal. For the sake of argument if it is said that they have not 
given up this contention I answered these issues in the affir¬ 
mative. It is because the dispute which is referred to the 
Tribunal is an Industrial Dispute. It relates to the service 
conditions of the worker with that of the employer. Naturally 
the Tribunal has jurisdiction to try the same. For all these 
reasons I record my findings on the issues accordingly and 
pass the following order: 

ORDER 

1. The action of the management of Bombay Port Trust 
Bombay in relation to its Docks Department, Bombay is 
justified in denying their promotions and seniority to Shri 
Bhikaji G. Babal, Avinash A. Raut, Tulsidas H. Behere and 
Iqbal A. Hamdani all Clerical Grade-II workmen to the 
post of clerk Grade-I. 

2. No order as to costs. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 


14Rf, 1996 

ffiT°3TTo 26 66—affcftfw f'Tri arfafajpH 1 , 19 47 
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STfurmr, % q-tpR IPFTfSFT TRlft % Tt 

%?5prir fWK ffil 20-2-96 Tit RiRT gaff TT I 

[p'wr o;n- 29011 / 25/9 o-3iTt anr (fafsnr)] 
tsfarr, "SFri 3 T(tiTT<T 
New Delhi, the 14th May, 1996 

S.O. 1666.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M /■=. Cement Corporation Of India Ltd, 
arid their workmen, which was received by the Centra) Gov¬ 
ernment on 20-2-1996. 

[No. L-29011 /25 /90-IR(Misc.)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

ERF ORE SHRI S. R. BANSAL, PR&SIDTNG OFFICER, 

CENTRAE GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case Noi. ID 124/90 

President. O.C.T. Cement Factory, Mens Union, (TNTUC), 
Charkhi, Dadri. 

Vs. 

The General Manager, M/s. Cement Corporation 
India Limited, Charkhi, Ddari. Respondent. 

For the Union : Bhag Singh, General Secretary. 

For the Management: H. N. Mehtanh 
AWARD 

Central Government vide letter No. L-2901 } /25 OO-TR(DU) 
dated 7.5-9-90 in exercise nf the. Dowers conferred bv clause 
‘O’, sub-elmne (I) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Tor 
short called as the Act), has referred the following dispute 


between the workmen's Union and the management of C.C.I. 
Ltd. for adjudication to this Court: 

“Whether the management of Cement Corporation of 
India in relation to their Cement Factory/mine at 
Charkhi, Dadri, Bhiwani are justified in not acceed- 
ing to the demand 1 of the CCI Cement Factory 
Men’s Union for payment of Rs. 40 per month as 
electricity allowance to those workers who have not 
been given quarters by the management. If not. 
what lelief the workers concerned are enlitled to?’’ 

On appearance the workmens’ Union submitted the state¬ 
ment of claim and pleaded that Dalmia Dadri Cement Fac¬ 
tory Ltd. was taken over by M/s. CCI Ltd, on 23-6-1981 
and prior to its take over the management of erstwhile used 
to pay Rs. 5 and Rs. 4 per month per worker as electricity 
allowance to such of the workers who were not provided 
with quarters by the said Company in lieu of 20 units of 
free electricity provided to such worker who were provided 
quarter by the Company and the same was continued upto 
1-3-1980 the date of its closure and also unto 22-6-1981 in 
respect of such workers whose services were kept in continu¬ 
ance on closure. Later on on behalf of the workmen’s 
Union an industrial dispute for payment of electricity allow¬ 
ance (p) Rs. 40 per month to each of the worker who have 
not been provided with quarter by tire Corporation in lieu 
of 40 units of free electricity paid to such of the workers 
who have been provided quarters was raised vide demand 
notice dated 12-5-1989 from the retrospective effect i.e. their 
date of appointment but was not nccoeded to and the Union 
ha" therefore, demanded that the workers should be made 
payment 4? Rs. 40 per month per worker retrospective. 

The management however pleaded that the conciliation pro¬ 
ceedings hHd by the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Rohtak ended in failure. On 1 merits, it was pleaded that the 
service conditions of the employees are governed by the 
Arbitration Award for Cement Industry which does not pro¬ 
vide for payment of electricity allowance to the workers 
residing outside the residential colonics of the Cement com¬ 
panies. It was also pleaded that practice of free supply of 
electricity to the, workers residing in the housing Colony 
of the manufacturing Unit has a historical background and 
as stated in para No. 157 of the Arbitration Award for 
cement industry, since most of the Units are situated at far 
of places and housing colonies are not connected to public 
electricity supply line, the employers ha vs been providing 
electricity to the houses of the employees free of charges for 
lighting purpose only and on this anologv C.C.I. hod also 1 
extended the benefit of free suppIv of electricity upto 40 units 
ner month to the workers residing in the housing colony 
attached toi the facto v v. Such emnloyees are available round 
the clock and they can be called for duty nt anv time at 
a short nolice for proper operation of the plant, The emp¬ 
loyees who are not residing in the CCT Housing Co’ony are 
paid HRA nt the rates prescribed in the Arbitration Award 
for Cement Industry and therefore, the benefits of free elec¬ 
tricity have been given 1 o the workers strictly in accordance 
with the. Arbitration Award for Cement Industry and in line 
with the practices obtaining in nil cement plan*? and is not 
intended to be given as a financial benefit or afiownnee to the 
workers who art, residing outside the residential colonies of 
the cement companies. 

The Union stibmilted replication controverting the allega¬ 
tions of the management in the written statement and reite¬ 
rated its earlier pleas. 

Keening in view the rival contentions of the parties, both 
the workman’s Union a 1 ' well as the management were asked 
to produce evidence. Worknian’s Union produced V'W-1 
T. R. Ragln who tendered his affidavit cx Wl broadly support¬ 
ing th’ allegations ns made in the claim statement. The 
mDiigr'mcnt produced MW1 Raiecv Matbur who produced 
lib affidavit Ex, MI also broadly supporting th* n’Wntion 
■i c ■ n fn the written statement. Both the tenderer of the 
affidip : ts were aho cross-oxamined by the respective parties. 

I have heard the representatives of both the parties and 
also scrutinised the entire record of the case carefully. 

The net of the njrmgement is himed strictly ip accordance 
v ith the ArU’mt'or, Award for the Cement Industry and is 
”1 o in fine vE’ 'he practice obtaining in all the Cement 
plants. Tit's ■ i bitratlon award is binding oln both the mnnage- 
mrr well ns workers employed in the CemCnt Industry. 
Sucfi employees who are residing in the residential colonies 
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of the management corporation axe available round the clock, 
and they can bo called for duty at any time at short notice 
for proper operation of the cJant, whereas the employees 
residing outside the residential colony arc paid JTRA Ht Ihe 
rates prescribed in the Arbitration Award. In case the plea 
of f he wot; pen's Union is accepted, this is bound to led to 
multiplicity of lilipution in other units of the corporation and 
also any other Cement manufacturing Units j n the country 
cover'd under the Arbitration Award for the Cement Industry 
besides •train on the scarce financial resources of the Cor¬ 
poration. The notion of the management in not acceeding 
to the demand of the CC1 Cement Factory Men's Union 
for payment of Rs. 40 per month as electricity allowance 
to those workers who have not been given quarters by the 
management appears to be legal and just and this reference 
is bound to be answered against the workman’s Union, I 
order accordingly. Appropriate Government be informed 
suitably. 

Chandigarh, 

IS 7.-1996. 

S. R. BANSAI., Presiding Officer 

Ft forfr, 1 5 Rf, 1996 

TiT°3Tr° 17 67 — sfaftflpff f'WlX SlfSffiFPT, 1947 

( 1947 14) ft 1TITT 17 % 3FHm R, 

irFFTT TTVa 3TTO ’S'f^f-FTfur ifTlft % D^IT- 

fei % fins' fsrfurfT 3fhc % ftf ar^ftr 

u afratfiTqi fimre f f^iftT utter 

arfsRTT'Jr, ipRif fo I %■ q'irqz ft smftrar qnft 

ft ffftq- IR/FR ft 14-5-96 ft RI'TT g'SlT «TT I 

[f'SfiTnf-14012/22/92-fif 3TTT (^t f)] 

f off oft® i?. uo ft, rif JlfiT'O 

New Delhi the l?th May, 1996 

S.O. 1667,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, Bombay No. I as shown in the Annexuro, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of College of Military Engineering Kbadki 
and their workman, which was teccived by the Central 
Government on 141h May, 1996. 

[No. L-14012/7.2/9MR (DUD 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL No. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri Justice R. S. Verm a. Presiding Officer. 

Reference No, CGIT-1/78 of 1993 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of College of 
Military Engineering, Khadki 
AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Management—Shri R. K. Shetty, Advocate. 

For the Workman—Ms. Neelema Gohad, Advocate. 
STATE : Maharashtra. 

Mumbai, dated the 2nd day of April, 1996 

AWARD 

Shri R, K. Shetty—for management, 

2. One Ms. Neelema - Gohad, Advocate appeared in pre¬ 
punch eel 1 but she did not have onv authority of (ho wort- 
man. The workman himself did not appear in the pre-lunch 
session. Hence, the Tribunal waited for him. He has not 
appeared in the post-lunch session.-bis. Neelm;; Gel :d b 's 

1292 GI/96—13. 


tilso not appeared in the post-lunch session. Hence, the 
Tribunal is left with no alternative but to proceed ex-parte 
in the matter. Hence, I have proceeded to hear the matter 

c- pa-te. 

3. The facts of the case are not in dispute. Appointment 
o' I.ascers in the Military Engineering Colleges are govern¬ 
ed by statutory Rules framed by the President of India 
under proviso to Article 309 of the Constitution of India. 
A copy of the relevant Rules is marked as Ex. 'N 1 by the 
management. Entry No. 6 of the Schedule to the Rules 
lays down the age of recruitment as ‘not exceeding 25 years ’ 

4. The present workman was admittedly over age when 
he was initially appointed as a Lasser on 1st June, 1985, 
This appointment, was thus irregular. The management must 
th'mk the au'hnrities that he, who make such appointments, 
by bye-passing statutory Rules, However, the upshot is that 
the workman continued to serve till 7th September, 1989, 
when his services were terminated, without complying with 
the provisions of Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. 

5. It appears that besides the workman, some other work¬ 
men similarly situated had a similar grievance. The mattei 
was referred to competent authorities for regularisation of 
these appointments. By Ex. ‘B’ dated 19th March, 1993, the 
services oft the workman along with certain other workmen, 
were ordered to be regularised. His name appears at S. No. 15 
of Ibis order. By this order, the age limit of recruitment 
relaxed; it was further spelled : 

"The intervening period between the termination of ser¬ 
vices and reinstatement will be treatcd~as dies non 
for which individuals concerned will not be entitled 
to pay and allowances. This period will not count 
as qualifying service for the purposes of pension 
and leave etc,”, 

It also provided: 

“Services rendered by the individual concerned prior 
to issue to this letter will be treated as Ad-hoo 
service and not to be counted for the purpose of 
seniority, promotion and confirmation,” 

6. In pursuance of Ex. ‘B’, appointment letter Ex, ‘C’ 
dated 23rd April, 1993 was issued, In this order also, the 
name of the workman appears at S. No. 15. The workman 
joined his post in pursuance of Ex. ‘B’ on 30th April, 1993 
(F.N.) vide Ex. ‘E’. 

7. Since the workman was aggrieved by termination of 
bis service, he raised an industrial dispute, which was re¬ 
ferred to this Tribunal by the appropriate Government in 
the following terms: 

“Whether the action of the employer i.e. Commandant, 
College of Military Engineering, Khadki, Pune in 
terminating the services of Shri Laxman M. Jam- 
bhukar, by verbal orders is justified? If not, what 
is the relief to which the workman is entitled?” 

8. The workman filed his written statement of claim ask¬ 
ing for various reliefs. The management opposed the same 
and filed a detailed reply to the written statement of claim. 
It was inter alia pleaded that the College did not constitute 
an Industry and the claimant was not a workman. The claim 
was opposed on merits after on various counts. 

9. T have heard the learned counsel for management in 
great details and may state at the outset that the contention 
about the claimant not being a workman and the College 
not being an industry is not well taken and is negatived by 
the very rules which admittedly govern the institution and 
the appointment of the claimant. The very rules designate 
the various posts covered by the Rules as Industrial Class III 
and Class IV posts. Hence, I reject this contention. 

10. Now, admittedly the claimant was a casual, illegally 
and irregularly appointed workman, who was allowed to 
continue in iob till the impugned termination took place 
and ndmiOedlv without complving with the provisions of 
Section 2.5F of the Industrial Disputes Act and hence was 
bad in law. 

H. However, the claimant accented the dispensation pro¬ 
vided by Ex. ‘B’ and Ex, 'C’. A workman could always waive 

' J ‘ L .MW- ■ 
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his rights under law. He accented the appointment Ex. ‘C’ 
and joined in pursuance thereof, duly regularised, though his 
initial appointment was bad. 

12. True that his services were not terminable due to 
initial Irregularity in his appointment. But, it is equally 
true that but for the relaxation granted by virtue of Ex. 'B' 
and Ex. ‘C\ his services could not have been regularised, 
keeping in view the fact that the initial appointment was 
bad. 

13. In my opinion, the claimant by accepting appointment 
Ex. ‘C’ waived his rights and he can not be permitted to 
blow hot and cool and hence is predueled from claiming 
any benefits, merely because the impugned termination of 
services was bad in law. 

14. In facts and circumstances of the case, the workman 
has been given a very fair dispensation and now can not ask 
for anything more than what has been granted to him by 
fix. '8' and Ex. *C\ The claim is disposed of according and 
an award is passed as stated above, The management shall 
get its costs which are assessed at Rs. 500. 


In view of the application, there is no dispute to be ad¬ 
judicated upon. The workman is allowed to withdraw the 
reference. The matter is closed as ‘no dispute award’. The 
same be got notified in accordance with law. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
13Rf, 1996 

TT°3iT° 16 69—fTBTB STftgfTTR, 1947 
( 1947 ffiT 14) Bfff HT7T 17 % afiJSRT 
TTObK EBEft T X-RSFicI % tot 

ark Trffi % afK, smsr if fafees sf.tftfjra 

$ %BfET TOT< 3Tt^ftf»ETT srftFFlfi', Bo-1 

% reft tt nrrfifrar TEfr afr b ’’TTE Tl 

14-5-9 6TlTfiFrrpTTBf I 


R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
lSfif, 1996 

•firosTTo i66a —sftefffliBT ftrarfir arfefBtnr, 1947 
(l#47 TT 14 ) B?T OTTT 17 % aEjfRB if, 

TOT % WHrfa % TTO fffitfTBTf 3lfc 

BUFR arfEEPTB, tpif % TBTB ffit 

WrfviT Bfr Ml Sfit 14-5-96 

STfFBpTTT I 

[fiPOTT fFvr—400 12/l5 5/93—3TI"^ 3TTT 

^o sffo $\ o grraft, ^farrft 

Now Delhi, the 15th May, 1996 

S.O. 1668.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes die award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal Mumbai as shown in the Annexuro, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 1 elation 
to the management of Telephone and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 14th May, 1996. 

[No. L-40012/155/93-IR(DU)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNfiXtJRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri Justice R. S. Verma, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGlT-1/60 of 1994 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of MTNL, 
Bombay, 

AND 

Their workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Management—No appearance. 

For the Workman—Shri B. M. Vaidya, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY: Telephones. STATE: Maharashtra. 

Mumbai, dated the 30th day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

Shri B. M, Vaidya, Advocate—for workman. 

None —for management, 

Sliri Vaidya has submitted a written application to tho 
effect that me workman does not want to pursue the refer¬ 
ence and he may be allowed to withdraw the reference. 


['WPTf FT-12012/46/9 4~3)T§ 3TTT 
%o afro ff!j7 affarpHt 


New Delhi, the 15th May, 19.96 

S.O. 1669.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay No. 1 as shown in the Annex- 
ure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in re¬ 
lation to the management of Sangli Bank Ltd. and their 
workman which was received by the Central Government 
on the 14-5-96. 


[No. L-I2012/46/94-1RBI] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

Present : 


jmi ju-ucc x. verma, Presiding Officer 


-» * V‘”V 111 I ju, \yilACVt , 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-1/31 OF 19 95 


Parties : 


Employers in relation to the management of Sangli 
Bank ltd., Sangli. 

AND 

Their workmen 

Appearances : 

P* Management : Shri M. V. Gaonkar, Advocate, 
roi the workman ; No appearance. 

INDUSTRY : Banking STATE : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the Ilth day of April, 1996 

AWARD 

None present for union. 

Shri M. V. Gaonkar management. 

Since the union or the workman have not put in anoear 
ance, I have no alternative but to proceed ex pwte ^ 

M, V. Gaonkar has filed reffiy of the mansm-mem mi 
same is taken on record. Hear/shri GaoTan^ ' Thc 

the T tSri? Veram ° nt hflS refclTed the in 

“Whether the management of the Sangli Bank Ltd 
^angh was justified in terminating- the services of 

rw”,f /i Janftr U I R f ut ’ driver and if not to what 
relief the workman Is entitled to ?” 
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Admittedly, the case of the union is that though the work¬ 
man was appointed as a Personal Driver of an Officer of 
the Bank and the Officer was reimbursed for payment of 
the salary to the workman, he be treated as an appointee 
of the Bank. This prccre dispute has not been referred to 
this Tribunal. This Tribunal is a Tribunal of reference and 
does rot function as a Civil Court and cun not assume 
jurisdiction over disputes, not referred to it. The reference 
is this not proper and has to be rejected as such, 

The Union and workman would be free to move the ap¬ 
propriate Government to make a proper reference so that the 
basic question and dispute in controversy can be adjudicated 
upon. 

I am clearly of the view that in garb of reference pertain¬ 
ing to the question of termination, the basic dispute can not 
he adjudicated upon because the question involved is not 
merely incidental but fundamental. The reference is de¬ 
posed of accordingly. In the circumstances of the case, the 
parlies shall hear their own costs. The order be notified in 
accordance with law. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
tTffaWff, 15Rf, 1996 

TnosiTo I670-—fWR srfafrm, 1947 

( 1947 *PT 14) BIT! 17 % 

% WHW % IKS' i-TffitSfffiT sfa 

;=rd% TOfsprrf %■ t, ar^'sr ii fafem 
f^rr< ^ % : iff t btttt sfartfiN? affair, do 1 £ 
vmz vt tfrrfm fr’t %tr *n;*rn: vt 

14 - 5-96 s ri g arr *rr 1 

[ffi-sir cet- 41012 / 13/9 2 ~ffirf srre *fr srit] 

TTrfff, ypqi srfa-fiTO 

New Delhi, llie 15th May, 19% 

S.O. 1670.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay No. 1, as shown in the Annex- 
ure, in the industrial dispute between the employers in rela¬ 
tion to the management of Central Rly., and thejr workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
14-5-96. : 

[No. L-41012/13 /92-IRB-J] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CFNTRAU GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R, S. Vcrma, Presiding Officer. 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-1/62 OF 1992 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Central 
Railway, Bombay V.T., Bombay. 

AND 3 
Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : Shri Vyas, Advocate, 

For the Workman : Shri Pradhan, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Kail ways STATE : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 12th day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

The appropriate Gov.‘rnment has referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to the Tribunal : 


‘‘Whether the action of the management of Central 
Railway, Bombay V, T., Bombay in terminating 
the services of Sri S. P. Damagu, Casual Painter, 
CTI (SION) with effect from 10-07-1986 is just, 
proper and legal ? If not to what relief is the 
workman is entitled to 7” 

2. Briefly stated, the care of the workman is that he was 
appointed s a Casual Painter in 1978 and he worked under 
the respondent for the following periods : 

O') 24-3-78 lo 18-6-78. 

(ii) 21-6-78 to 18-8-78. 

(iii) 25-9-78 to 18-1-85. 

(iv) 26-8-85 to 29-7-86. 

3. The case of the workman is that his services were ter¬ 
minated illegally and wiongfully without complying with the 
provisions of Sec. 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

4. His further say is that he should have been sent for 
medical examination after putting in 120 days of service 
but that was not done and he wag sent for medical exami¬ 
nation after 4 year- at which he was found unfit and the 
services were terminated. 

5. Upon such pleas, the workman prayed that termination 
of his service w.e.f. 30-7-86 be declared illegal and 1 wrong¬ 
ful; he bo reinstated in service with back wages and contin¬ 
uity of seivxe and all other benefits. 

6. The respondent employer has opposed the claim. It 
was admitted that the workjjian entered service as a Casual 
Workman on 24-3-78. It was admitted that workman served 
the employer for the periods 14-3-78 to 18-6-78; 21-6-78 to 
18-8-78 and 25-9-78 to 18-1-85. It was stated that the work¬ 
man left the job on 1,9-1-85 and was re-engaged on 26-8-8J 
and remained in job upto 5-8-86. It was alleged that the 
workman absented himself from 6-8-86. Efforts were made 
to explore possibility of re-engaging him but he was found 
medically unfit and hence it was not feasible to continue 
on the job. It was asserted that since the workman absen¬ 
ted himself from 6-8-86, there was no occasion for termi¬ 
nating hip services and complying with the provisions of 
Section 25F of the I, D. Act. It was pleaded that the work¬ 
man was not entitled to any relief. 

7. It appeurs that on 21-2-84 and without going into merits 
of this case, my learned predecessor recorded an order to 
the effect “both the counsel are agreeable to a fresh refe¬ 
rence to the concerned medical officer for fresh medical 
exam Cation and' Ihereufler, it found fit for being re-emp' 
loved in tiny of the category, to take him back in appro- 
pria,. ea.egorv in which he is found medically fit,” 

8. On 30-4-91, the learned counsel for the employer stated 
that re at pkiitment on being found medically fit could be 
considered only if he did not claim back wages. This offer 
was not acceptable to the workman and the matter was 
directed to bo posted for hearing on merits, 

9. The matter came up before me for the first time on 
22-8-95 when the learned counsel for management fiouaht 
lime to lead evidence on 31-8-95. my attention was drawn 
to the order dated 21-2-94 paired by my predecessor. How¬ 
ever. mv attention was not drawn to what had tramnlred 
cm 30-4-94 and I directed the management to apprise the 
Tr'hunal about medical examination of the workman. On 
17-10-95. Mr. Vyns for management placed a xerox conV 
of the report of medical examination and as such I directed 
the matter to be heard on merits. 

10. S’nce the workman had already closed his evidence, 
the case was posted for evidence of the management. On 
08-11-95 bofft the partle 1 prayed for time. Eventually, the 
witness of management was cross-examined on 2-2-96. 

11. The matter was finally heard on 8-2-96 when I res- 
eiv-d the award, 

12. In (his case, the 'fact that the workman remained In 
the employment o f the management from 24-3-78 *o 18-1-85 
with some intermittent breaks is not in dispute. However, 
it ffi seriously in dispute if the workman worked under the 
management for the period 26-8-85 to 29-7-86 and his ser¬ 
vices were abruptly terminated 1 on 29-7-86. The case of the 
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management is that the workman served under them on re¬ 
appointment from 26-8-85 to 5-8-86 and absented hmiself 
from 6-8-86. I have to see which of the two rival versons 
is true. 

13, The managements claim that the workman voluntarily 
left the job. On 29-1-85 and was reappointed on 26-8-85 
is evident from workmans averment in para 3 of the written 
statement of aaim which reads as follows :— 

“The workman states that ho worked with respondents 
for the lollowmg period : 

24-3-1978 to 18 6-1978, 21-6-1978 to 18-8-1978, 


25-9-1978 to 18-1-1985, 26-8-1985 to. 29-7-1936.” 

Ho does not explain his long absence from 19-1-1985 to 
25-8-1985. He was a casual worker. He docs not claim 
that lie was on authorised leave from 19-1-85 to 25-8-85. 

3 Jus is not his case that this long break was ariffigi/ffiy caused 
due to victimisation. His statement of claim and his sworn 
testimony are altogether silent on this aspect of the matter, 
thougn in cross-examination ho denies the suggestion that 
he was reappointed on 26-8-85. 

14. As against this, there is categorical statement of Man¬ 
agements witness F. G. Melkar that the workman was re¬ 
engaged on 26-8-86. Jn cross-examination, he has added 
that this statement is based on record and he has no personal 
knowledge in the matter. I have no reason to d'oubt this 
statement and it is in accord with the averment of the work¬ 
man made in para 3 of the written statement of claim which 
shows that his lust spell of service commenced on 26-8-86. 

15. Now, the next question is if the workman had served 
from 26-8-85 till 29-7-86 as claimed by the workman or 
upto 5-8-86. On this point, the cross-examination of Mr, 
Tradhan contains a very vamable admission, which comple¬ 
tely demolishes the case of the management. He says : 

“This is correct that the workman had served for a 
period of more than 240 days in a calendar year 
preceding thb date of his termination i.e, 29-7-86." 
For this statement, it can be safely concluded that the work¬ 
man served till 29-7-86. This also belies the claim of the 
management that workman worked upto 5-8-86 and absented 
himself from 6-8-86 and that his services were not terminated. 


16. Tile stand taken by the management is that since the 
workman could not qualify medically, he couldl not have 
been regularised and hejroe his services were terminated 
and it was not necessary to comply with the provisions of 
Section 25F of tile Industrial Disputes Act, In my opinion, 
the management was within its right not to regularise the 
wdrkman when he failed to qualify at the medical test. 
But this did not mean that he was not entitled to carry 
on in his status as a casual workman till proper termination 
and his services could have been terminated without comply¬ 
ing with the provisions of Section 25F of the I. D. Act, 
Admittedly, since the workman had failed to qualify at the 
medical test, he could not be regularised. But this does not 
and can not mean that his casual services also, automatically 
came to an end. To achieve this object, the employer could 
very well terminate his appointment but only after comply¬ 
ing with the provisions o[ Section 25F of the I,D. Act, and 
not without resorting to provisions of the said section, 

17. Hence, j,oiwithstanding the fact that the workman 
could not qualify medically and was not entitled for regu- 
lari c af , ’M. termination of his casual service w.c.'f. 29-7-86, 
with- >q complying with the provisions of Section ?,5F of the 
I.D, Ac* is bad and unlawful and lie shall be deemed to 1 
continue in t.nc job ns a casual workman w.e.f. 29-7-86 and 
is also cn'iricrf to baekwages. However, on this basis, he 
is not ent,.’.: 1 to. claim regularifation and absorption, it is 
clarified that fhs mariiyement may still terminate the casual 
appointment of 'he ”, cut,-man but only in accordance with 
the provisions of Stctx'ji 25 F of the l.D. Act and not o'hcr- 
wise. In the eirrumstn ia's of the case, employer shall pay 
costs of these proceeding' whv'i are assessed at Rs, 200/-. 
Award is made accordingly. The same be notified in accor¬ 
dance with law. 


R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
^ fawft, 15 1996 

^Fr.arr. 167T—aiVrfififi srffcrftrim, 1947 

( 1947 «PT 14) STT7T 17 % aFpm if, 

TTTT fiTTfriT TT? % ’TFEiW Y 


-TTT TffiTTVt % sfK SFpftl F ftPrte aMlfTv 
fspW if, %*ifW sfitgtfrpp aiftTfiMT, 2 % 

tfit wftfnr TT/cfr % a"t tstt phtt 14-5-96 

T f 5TFT pT VT I , 

['fi’WT \Tfrf—12012/248/92--'in 1 * rilsj 

■4-0 ‘3»tirr, arffcrantr 

New Delhi, the 15th May, 1996 
SO 1671.—In pursuance of Section II ol the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947j, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government in¬ 
dustrial tribunal, Bombay No.-2 as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers m relation 
to the management of SBI and their workman, which was 
rece.vsd by the Central Government on the 14-5-96. 

[No. L-12012/248/92-IRB-I] 

K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BFFORF THE ( CHIRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2 MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri S.B. Panse, 

Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/18 of 1993 
Employers in rchitiou to the management of State Bank 
of India. 

AND 

1 heir Workmen 

APPE/rRANCES : 

For the workmen : Mr. H, G. Pandit. Reprcicntafive. 

For tho Management—Mr. S, K. Arihana, Representative 
Mumbai, the 3rd April. 1996 
AWARD—PART I 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
Order No. L-12012/248/92-IR (B-I) dated 24-2-1993 had 
referred to the following dispute for adjudication, h is in 
tho following terms. 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India in imposing the punishment of withholding 
thtee increments w.e.f. 11-4-91, on Shri L. C. Dius 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled to 7" 

3. The State Bank of India and its subsidiary banks union 
raised a dispute before the Asstt. Labour Commissioner on 
behalf of the worker Shri L. O, Dias. But when the matter 
came to be referred to tho Tribunal the workman became 
the member of the State Ranh of India staff union <Ex-3). 

It m'ide the applicant to iroplede itself in the reference 
(Exhibit-2), The earlier union bad no objection ill the 
same. The result is that the State Bunk of India Staff 
Union espouses the cause of the worker Dias. 

3. L. C. Dias the worker was appointed as a cleric, He 
put more than fifteen years service without any blemish. On 
5-4-1988 the Regional Manager (IT) State Bank of India sus¬ 
pended him. It was alleged that the fraud which occurred 
at banks Nariman point branch resulting in monetary loss of 
mado the applicant to impletfe itself in the forefence (Ex. 
Rs. 2 Lacs to it indicated the worker involvement in various 
aels, ommissions which is 'found proved constituted miscon¬ 
duct, He was informed that the departmental inquiry will be 
held against him and he will be paid subsistence allowance 
during that period (Exhibit-A). 

4. On 2-6-1988 the worker wrote a letter (Exhibit-B), to 
the bank and informed that without the charge-sheet being 
issued suspension is illegal. He asked for the chnrgesheet 
and documents relied by the bank. He also raised some 
other objections. 

5. The charge-sheet dated 4-10-1988 (Exhiblt-C) was 
served on the worker, It wan alleged that cm 20-11-86, the 
worker wns working as a teller. He took undue interest in 
opening fictitious CurreiY Account No. 3170 fn the name of 
M/s. Jay Colours, Mr. Basu Roy was introduced by Mr, 

Kudnlani, who had current A/e. since 2-2-1982. 
By opening the account the worker prepared pay- 
in-slip of Rs. 500 and endorsed on it ns “New 
Aciount”. The voucher was not initialed by supervisors. The 
worker accepted the amount without following the required 
procedure and thus committed misconduct. Consequently on 
17-12-1986 a spurious telegram representing the remittance 
by telegraphic transfer of Rs. 2 Lacs puppor- 
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tedly send by Sun branch on 24-12-1986 iq favour of M/s, 
Jai colours and on the same day a fake list of other origina- 
ing credits alongwith T.T. confirmmaiion purportedly sent by 
Sun branch was prepared by ihe workman. I-Ie had a fraud¬ 
ulent intention of proving or supporting the fake remittance 
mid therefore committed the fiaud on the bank. 

6. Thirdly i.u 22-12-86 a fictitious account was opened in 
tile name iff M_/s. High t’on.ffruelion* in the State Bank of 
Mysore at Mailman Point branch, M/s. Jai colours introduced 
pioprietor Das as tho piopr.etor of High Constructions, He 
was allowed tu withdraw the amount of Rs. 2 lacs on diffe¬ 
rent cheques. On the bansisof the telegram of Suri branch. The 
worker monc or with collusion of others piepared credit 
vouchers for ci editing various amounts to the credit df the said 
recount with u view to defraud the bank thus committed mis¬ 
conduct i.e. engaging in trade or business outside the 6C0pe 
of his duties except with the permission of tho bank or any 
of its customers, undue disclosure of information regarding 
affairs of the bank or any customer or any persons business 
in the bank which is confidential or disclosure which in, likely 
to prejudice, to the interests of the bank and gross negligence 
which resulted in loss to bank. 

7. On 2-10 1988 the worker wroie a letter (Exhibit-D) to 
lhe bank and asked for different documents relating to the 
chaneshcct to file his say in the matter. On 1-11-1988 the- 
bnnk informed: (Ex Ej to the worker that the originals arc 
with the police and lie can sec the photo copies of it from 
the manager Nariman Point Brunch of tho bank. The worker 
(hen called the bank on 10-12-1986 (Exliibit-F) to give him 
phoio copies of all the documents which ho asked earlier for 
sending it to the handwriting expert for interim examination. 
By tlic letter dtd. 16-12-88 (Exhibit-6) the bank asked tho 
worker to collect the photo copies of the documents. Tho 
branch manager by his letter dtd. 4-1-89 asked the workor to 
collect the copies on 7-1-1989. 

8. The worker was telegraphically (Ex-H) informed that 
Vidvaunih would conduct the inquiry on 10-1-1989. The 
i. enue urn also informed. On 9-1-89 the workmen informed 
that bank that Mr, Pandit the employee of the bank would 
represent his case (Exhibit-R), 

9. On 10-1-89 Mr, Pandit the representative of tho worker 
raised different objections to Ihe said inquiry. The inquiry 
officer directed the representing officer to consider the objec¬ 
tions. The inquiry was then adjourned to 12-1-89. On that 
date the inquiry officer disallowed the request to show the 
originals unless the name of the hand writing expert is dis¬ 
closed and lie overruled the other objections. The workman 
pleaded that tho inquiry was started before obtaining say of 
tho worker in respect of the charge sheet, It is asserted 1 that 
the charges are vuuge and issued after a lapse of two years. 

10. The worker pleaded that the inquiry officer asked the 
presenting officer to present hi® case. Thereafter the defence re¬ 
presentative was asked to say on the charge. Thereafter the wit¬ 
nesses were CAcmlned, That was opposed by the worker 
contending that Ibis is not proper practice. But again those 
objections were overruled. 


him, that there is no evidence to come to the conclusion 
that the chaigcs are proved. That the Appellate authority 
did not consider the submissions of the worker, that material 
questions vveic do allowed by the inquiry officer, that no 
opportunity was given to the worker toi give his say to tho 
chaiyeshcet, that the procedure was not followed properly, 
that Mr. Wash ihe hnudwriting expert report was relied by 
the htqtiiiy officer without giving an opportunity to cross 
c .'uuinc him that the inquiry officer asked for the directions 
from the superiors which shows that he was not independent. 

It?. Tho union contended that the findings of the inquiry 
officer are perverse. They arc not consistent with the evi¬ 
dence on die record. It is therefore, prayed that the refer¬ 
ence may be answered in favour of the workman, that the 
period of suspension of the worker till his reinstatement in 
sciv.ce be treated as on duty and difference in pay \vith 
IS per cent interest thereon with other reliefs. 

17. The management resisted the claim by the written 
..tnlement Exhibito. It us averred that Nariman Point Branch 
was defrauded of Rs. 2 i.acs in December, 1986 through a 
fake telegram purportedly representing remittance front Suri 
Branch (West Bengal) of the bank by telegraphic transfer 
favouring the newly opened fictitious current account in the 
name of M/s. Jni Colours at the branch. The proceeds of 
(he telegraphic transfer were withdrawn in cash, through 
newly opened fidiiiuus account with the Slate Bank of 
Mysore, Nuriman Point Branch iff the name of M/s. High 
Conffructions. In the preliminary inquiry Dias was suspected 
as directly involved in the appropriation of the fraud, He 
was placed in suspension. There went three charges levelled 
against him, The inquiry officer found tho first charge proved 
against him. Even though sevore punishment wax warranted 
coav Bering the young age of the employee he tvas given 
punishment of stoppage o'f three increments and the period 
of his suspension was treated as not on duty. He was rein¬ 
state in seiviee and posted at another branch- 

IK. The management contended that the domestic inquiry 
w'hich was conducted against the workman was as per the 
principles of Natural Justice. It denied all the allegations 
in respect of the domestic inquiry which were in the state¬ 
ment of claim. It can bo c een that these allegations were 
denied by parnwisc denial, The management denied that the 
iindices of the inquiry officer are perverse and illegal. It is 
submilled that the action of the management is just, legal 
and proper and the reicrcnco may be answered in favour of 
the hank, 

19. I have flamed issues at Exbibit-‘T. Issues No. 1 and 
2 are to he tiicd at preliminary issues. The issues and 
my findings there on arc at follow",: 

Issues Findings 

1. Whether the domestic enquiry held 1 Yes, 

against the workman is legal and 

proper ? 

2. Whether Ihe findings of the Enquiry No 

Officer are perverse ? 


11. The workman pleaded that the management examined 
the witness Sabnis and produced the documents, Later on the 
worker examined his witness end both the parties filed written 
briefs. The inquiry officer then submitted his report. 

12. On 27-12-89 the inquiry was reopened to examine 
Waph, handwriting expert oF the bank. He could not be 
examined. Thereafter again the inquiry officer submitted his 
report, 

13. On 24-1-1991 the bank send a show cause notice (Exhi- 
bit-K) ro the worker contending that why the proposed punish¬ 
ment should not he awarded to him. He was asked to give 
his reply in the matter. He filed bh detailed reply on 15-3-91 
(Exhibit-1). On 5-4-91 tile disciplinary authority passed the 
punishment, 

14. The worker preferred an appeal against the said order 
which was tejected. It is contended that the personal hearing 
of the appeal vva° given by Mr. A. V. K. Poduvul but the 
order was passed by Hrmrajnni which is illegal. 

15. Hie worker pleaded that the inquiry was againrt tho 
principles of NauiraJ Justice. It is aveired that tho charge 
slice! was issued at a very last stage. That the statements 
and dcuments on which the bank relied were not given to 1 


REASONS 

20. Tlic workman E. C. Diag examined at Exhihit-6. He 
relied upon the documents which he filed alongwith the 
statement of claim which I have already referred while 
innumcraling ihe facts. lie had also filed a circular No. 48 
of 1969 dated 21-5-1969 alongwith Exhihit-T2’. As against 
this the bank examined M. P. N, Bhatt, the Manager, Disci¬ 
plinary proceedings section State Bank of India and I. N. 
Hcmrajani, Assistant General Manager w'ho decided the appeal 
of the workman and confirmed the punishment which was 
already granted. The bank also relied upon tho documents 
which it filed alongwith Exhibit-‘6’. 

21. In short charge No. 1 which was held to be proved 
against the workman was that the workman helped M/s. Jai 
l olcurs to open the fictitious account at Nariman Point 
Branch on 20-11-1986 by filling n pny-in-shp. mentioning the 
amount of Rs. 500 on it, without having initialled by the 
fuoerlor officers. Jt re-idted into putting the bank 1o loss 
of Rs, 2 Lacs, with the help of telegraphic remittance of 
Rs. 2 Lacs from Suri branch 1 find thus withdrawing this 
amount from fictitious account. It is not necessary for the 
to (five details ro far ns charge Nos. 2 and 3 are concerned 
because they are ready held tol be not proved, 
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22. On April 5, 198S the workman was suspended. The 
chargcsheet dated 4-10-88 was issued to him. The domestic 
inquiry v.-as started against him on 10-1-89, The management 
examined the witness and produced! the documents before 
the inquiry olliecr. The workman was reprecented by 
Mr. Pandit, the representative of hia own choice. He exa¬ 
mined the witness. Ultimately the inquiry oUlcer send his 
report holding the workman guilty under charges 1 and 2. 
When the matter came before the disciplinary authority due 
to the representation of the worker he send back the pro¬ 
ceedings back to the inquiry officer for examination of hand¬ 
writing expert of the bank by name Mr. Wagh. Thereafter 
the inquiry officer submitted his second report wherein he 
came to the conclusion that the workman is guilty under the 
first charge and found him rot guilty so far as other two, 
charges arc concerned. 

23. In the statement of claim and in the written arguments 
it is tried to argue on behalf of the workman that the domes¬ 
tic inquiry which was held against him was against the prin¬ 
ciples of Natural Justice. To substantiate this, contention he 
raised several points. Now I will discuss those points one 
by one. 

DELAY: 

24. It is alleged that the chargeaheet is issued 1 after a veiy 
long time which prejudiced him. I don't find any merit 
in it. It is because on 3-4-1988 the workman was suspended. 
On 4-10-88 a charge-sheet was issued to him. In the said 
ehargeshcet it is mentioned that he had committed a mis¬ 
conduct on 20T1-86. 22-12-86 and 17-12-86. The details of 
charge I have already discussed while inmmieniting the facts. 
Thereafter the inquiry was started on 10-1-1989. From peru¬ 
sal of these dates within 1-1 /2 year of the incident the worker 
was suspended and within 6 months of suspension he has issued 
a chargesheet. Thereafter within three months the inquiry 
wag started. Looking to the gravnnm of tho misconduct it 
cannot be said that there was a delay at all. The bank was 
defruaded of Rs, 2 Lacs. Same investigation was required 
to be done for coming to a conclusion. TherefoXo there is 
no merit in the contention that there is a delay. 

VAGUE-CHARGES 

25. The another contention of the worker is that the charges 
are vague, According to him Charge No, 1 for which tho 
workman lias been held guilty has not been defined Sr mis¬ 
conduct anytime anywhere in the declared acts of miscon¬ 
duct defined by Shastry Award of the Bi-particd settlements. 
It is argued on behalf of the management that Charge No. 1 
for which the workman has been held guilty arc amptly cover¬ 
ed by para 521l4)(j) and para 52l(c)ldj of the Shastry Award 
as clarified in para 2 of the chavgcaluaet. (i) refers to- doing 
any act prejudicial to the interest of the bank or gross negli¬ 
gence involved or likely to involve the bank in serious loss 
and (d) refers to breach of any rule of business of the bank 
or instruction in the running of any department. The charge 
which I have already discussed abovq is very detailed. It 
covers the criteria mentioned in these two categories. Af»er 
rcading the chaige 1 don't find any vagueness in the same, 

NO OPPOUTUNITY OF EXPLANATION 

26. The worker was served with a chargesheet dated 4-10 88 
(Exliihit-C). In paragraph-4 of that letter he was ratted 
upon to file his sav in respect of the charges within seven- 
days. Failing which it would he presumed that he does not 
want to give any say in the matter. In rep'v to the mid letter 
the workman wrote a letter dated 22-10-88 (Ex-hihit-D) and 
requested for supply of different documents for fifing his 
say. This letter was replied by the bank and he was informed 
that, the copies of those documents are with the Police and 
that cannot he given to him, Thereafter by another F* f er 
th$ wprkcr requested for supply of photo copies of those 
documents. The management agreed to supply those conics 
and called the worker to collect the same from the manager 
of the branch on 7-1-1989, It is not in dispute that the work¬ 
er rece'ved the photo comes on that date. The innm'rv '-’'as 
to start on 10-1-Rq. On that date the inquiry started. The 
representative of the worker rai-ed different ohier t; an on 
the verv day. They were overruled. He did not file any 
sa; on the charges on that date. Now it is argued that an. 


opportunity was not given to him for filing the same. There 
is no merit jji it, It appears that at an earlier stage as no 
say was fined by the workman or on the date of the inquiry 
also ho had not forwarded any application contending that 
he went to file a say to the alleged charges and it should 
he ,aken on the record. Now the contention raised by the 
workman that without obtaining his say the inquiry was 
conducted has no merit. For the sake of argument even if 
h is said that the workmen filed his explanation to the charges 
the management was not precluded from conducting the 
domesEc inquiry. No illegality is committed by not ascer¬ 
taining or insisting the workman to file a say in the matter. 
On the contrary in tho letter itself it is mentioned that if the 
say is not fded a domestic inquiry will the proceeded with, 

The Learned representative of the union placed reliance 
on Shri Rasikalal Vamji Bhai Patel and Andhra Municipal 
Coiporation and Anr. 1985 I LLI 527. The facts of that 
case are quire different from the facts before me because I 
have already discussed above how the charges jn this present 
matter arc clear in its terms and as per the awards. 

INCORRECT PROCEDURE 

27. It is tried to argue on behalf of tho workman that the 
inquiry officer did not follow a procedure at the time of 
domestic inquiry. It is tried to argue that the inquiry officer 
first asked' the presenting officer to submit his case. Then 
they heard the worker and thereafter he recorded the evidence 
uf the witnesses. 1 do not find anything wrong in it. In 
lact for domestic inquiry a procedure is to be laid down 
bv the inquiry officer for the convenience. There is no 
stiict procedure. 1 do not find any merit in the said con¬ 
tention, After persua) of the proceedings of the depart¬ 
mental inquiry which are filed alongwith Exhibit-‘6' I do 
not. find that any illegality was committed by the inquiry 
officer. 

SUPPLY OF DOCUMENTS AND COPIES OF 
STATEMENTS 

28. It is argued on behalf of the worker that he demand¬ 
ed various documents which were useful for the purpose 
of defence. But he was not given the copies of those 
documents. It is further argued that he was not supplied 
with the copies of the preliminary investigation report 
which was the basis of tho workers suspension and further 
departmental inquiry, That resulted in to prejudice to 
the worker. As against this the Learned Representative 
of the management contended that the copies o|f docu¬ 
ments were supplied to the workers and no prejudice is 
caused to- him, Shri L. C. Dias (Exhibit-9) m his cross- 
examination categorically stated that he was given all the 
documents which he asked for. But they were given only 
three days pEor to the starting of inquiry. By this it is 
tried to suggest that he could not get an opportunity to 
stud'y the document and prepare himself in the matter. 
But this plea was never raised before the inquiry officer. 
It can be further seen that on the first day of the hearing 
r,o proceedings could take place due to the objections rais¬ 
ed by Mr, Pandit the representative of the worker. He 
was also provided with banks hand writing experts report. 
Lie affirmed that the T.T. Voucher dtd. 18-10-86 was 
shown to his defence counsel cnly. But it was not shown 
-to firm. Wlrcn the representative is engaged it was not 
necessary for the inquiry officer to show that documents 
to the worker. No illegality is committed- because of 
that. He admits to have received its copy hut the scurity 
Number was blocked. lie was ids shown the leave ap- 
plYatipus of Salmis, Bhosalc, IMSouza but the applica¬ 
tion of Suttar was not shown to h ; m, - Looking to the 
nature of the 'inquiry the necessary documents were shown 
to h'm. He had not shown how the prejudice was caused 
h ; m by not showing the leave application of Suttar. H* 
admits the fact that the original documents were not with 
the management and they were with the police. Naturally 
the original documents could not be shown, to the worker. 

Bhntt and Hrmrajaui the witness of die bank affirmed 
that all the necessarv documents were given to the worker. 
I find’ substance in thejr testimony. 

It is tried to argue on behalf of the workman that he 
did not receive the statements of the witness, preliminary 
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investigation report and other documents from the pol’ce 
inquiry. No doubt he did not receive it. But what is to 
be seen is whether the inquiry officer relied upon. It, The 
auswer is no. Nodoubt on the basis of the preliminary 
investigation the management decided to hold a departmen¬ 
tal inquiry, On its basis a chargeshect is framed and it 
was given to the workmen. The inquiry officer never 
relied upon the preliminary investigation report for coming 
to his conclusions. His report is based on the evidence 
and the documents which were produced before him. As 
this is so the demand of the worker for supply of all 
these documents arc irrelevant, Non supply of it to him 
had not caused prejudice to him. 

The I-carned representative of the bank to substantiate 
this contention placed reliance on J. N. Mathurji V, Unson 
of Tndia 1959 I LLI 11. His Lordships observed that when 
tb;e inquiry officer did not rely upon the police report of 
other documents then its non supply to the worker does 
not vitiate the’ inquiry. 

In TATA Engineering and Locomotice Co.. Lts. 

V. S. C. Prasad 1969 33 SCC 372 & State of Bombay 
V. Roj bhai AIR 1961 Gujarat 130. Their Lordships have 
observed that ommissions to make available any preliminary 
report to the delinquent will constitute non observance of 
rules of natural justice only when the report form part of 
the evidence before the inquiry officer but not otherwise. 
The ratio in these authorities aptly apply to the set of facts 
before me. 

NON OPPORTUNITY OF CROSS EXAMINATION 
OF WITNESS 

29. It Is tried to argue on behalf of the worker that 
he was not given ajn opportunity to cross-examine the 
wtness- But that appeares to be in correct. It can bo 
seen that Sabnis is cross examined. He was the witness 
for the bank. So far as the bandwriting expert of the 
bank Mr. Wagh is concerned he was not examined when 
the first enquiry report was submitted. It appears that 
due to the representation made by the worker and after 
go ng through the record the disciplinary authority thought 
it fit to reopen the inquiry so far as the examination of 
Wagh is Concerned. It was for limited purpose. The argu¬ 
ment of the worker that it was reopened for filling up the 
gaps is w thout any merit. Infact by that the bank gave 
an onportunity to the worker in respect of the handwriting 
expert. I* is pertinent to note that Mr. Wagh took several 
adjournments to remain present beforo the inquiry officer. 
Atleast bo was present before the inquiry officer on 
19-2-1990. Oti that date hs examination was no* record¬ 
ed nor cross examination oould be done because the work¬ 
man was not supplied with .Tuxta posed chart prepared by 
Wagh. It is alleged on behalf of the worker that effective 
corss-exnmination could not be done without the same. 
That chart was misplaced by Wagh. The result was that 
them wps no examination in chief nor cross examination, 
of Wagh. 

.Dins in h's cross-examination stated that he wts not to 
examine anv of the officers of the State Bank of Mvs 0 r c , 
He acccp'ed that they were not his witness. According to 
him he could not corss-examine them as they were not 
examined bv the bank. In fact so far as charge No. 1 
is concerned the testimony of these witness have noi rele¬ 
vancy But further more when there was no exom'nat’on 
in chsef there was no question of corss examination. Look¬ 
ing to the inquiry proceedings it could bp said that the 
worker was denied an opportunity of corss examination. 
There is also a rontentson that he was not allowed to put 
relevant question and thev were disallowed. This argil- 
fnent appears to he for the sake of the same. 


FRIMINAL case 

3f>. It is enured on behalf of the worker that a police 
case wrs filed by the bank Hnd after investigation the police 
asked for *A* summary. The Asst. Commissioner cf 
Pob'ce printed the same. It is therefore s-.bmiffied ttint 
it was wrong on the part of the bank to Issue p chare-fishe?f 
to the worker and is a violation of para 505 of th,* Shastrv 
Award. 


To meet out this argument the Learned Representative 
uf Hr bank submitted that it did not violato paragraph 505 
of die Shastry Award and granting of ‘A’ summary dsd 
not preclude the bank for starting departmental inquiry. 
Paragraph 505 of the award states that * if there is a 
acquittal the criminal should not be lightly thrown away 
when there is no inquiry against that particular accused or 
worker in the bank. It is well settled law that the findings 
of the criminal court or the decision therein does not effecl 
the domestic inquiry. It can be seen that the evidence 
required in a criminal proceedings namely proving the offence 
is quit dltlcrent than the evidence required in a domestic 
inquiry. In a criminal proceedings the guilt has to be proved 
beyond doubt hul so far as the domestic inquiry is concerned 
ii rests on preponderance of probabilities. No illegality is 
done by the bank while not giving any attention for grating 
■A’ summary to the criminal case. 


CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL 1 

31. It Is submitted that the workman preferred an appeal 
which was hcaid by one A. B. K. Pouduval, but the order 
to that eilect was passed by Hemrajani. He is the witness 
for the bank. He affirmed that he had gone through the 
proceedings and the written submissions made by the worker 
and he then passed an order. He admits the position that 
ho had not given peisonal hearing to the worker. But the 
personal hearing was given by his predecessor. As the writ¬ 
ten arguments were there on the record I do not think that 
it caused any prejudice to the worker by not granting personal 
hearing by Hemrajani. It cannot be forgotten that this is 
an appeal and no evidence is recorded before the Appellate 
authority. He has to disposed off the matter on the basis 
of tile rccoid and the submissions. So far as oral submis¬ 
sions are concerned there arc written submissions which he 
considered. It can be further seen that his order is well 
reasoned and the centention of the worker thta h® did not 
consider his submissions has no merit. 

Dias in hs cioss examination admitted that the charge sheet 
was issued to him by the competent authority. It is not in 
dispute that he was represented by the representative of the 
um'on by his choice. The representative and the worker 
were present throughout the inquiry and participated in the 
antic. For all these reasons I find that there is no substanco 
in the argument of the worker that the domestic Inquirv 
which was held acainst him was against the principles of 
Natural Justice. 


Now it has to be seen whether the findings of the inquiry 
officer arc preverse. It is tried 1 to submit that the inquirv 
officer was tubing Sivtructiois from the management. But 
in the cross cxeminrt'on the worker had admitted that ha 
had no evidence 6> show that the inquirv officer was taking 
H’KfnirfiVms from the management regarding the conduct of 
the inonirv. Tt is also submitted that the inquiry officer was 
fu’iv m 'he bands of the management Put after going 
through the i" ,uirv nroreed'h'es and the reports on the record 
I "m rot inclined to accent this siibnvwon. 


11 ne sum pv tne order dated 14-12-89 the inquiry 
was vei-ened wffi a mp-ified direr!in.i tint the handwriline 
tv.. .S' drr'r.-.'tiqi Ins to be re-yded and an nnror- 
tnmiv bis ir In nr to Ike worker. Bm that could not 
done after oivmg snffiermj opportunity to the management 
int-mfdelv :l.e muiriv officer mnrc'dod to submit bis report 

tl r, v ( t r ^. lr . ^., 5 .;.,, h , r, , ia | lhc worter 

Te 1 ', C V'' ’ e ‘- :,: v< •' n. ,(v Of the third 

(n r "i. But "'be.u be ■■ .nl-muted P's second report on 2-4-90 
after re-qn,-,'„ niT „f ifw irmrrv as eer the direction concluded 

w he workmen is rn'll-- of (he first charge and not e „j, ty 
l ' 1 : 7 rf -ud tb-rd rffirree. If rerffiv this inquiry officer 

o dd h 'J' " , V n ,h :. W " of tTlP he 

, c . c ”. r '"‘ r renort - Bnt ’* flpnmrs that 

d\- ro ii ’ cn : c H ' fTr "‘ nt r> 9dipes tbpr, the artier 

change in eirnimslanees. In fact this reopenin'* 
V, . h ! **"• ’'v-krr and no- thr management' 
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expert. Tnit. is in convict. It is because the worker could 
not get an opportunity to ciosc examine the expert and to 
bring on the record the follies he committed. Naturally the 
reliance placed by the inquiry officer on the handwritinc ex¬ 
perts report for coming to the conclusion that the worker 
is guilty under first charge cannot be said to be correct. But 
the inquiry officer had also given other reasons for coming 
to the conclusion why the worker is guilty under first charge. 
Now it has to be seen leaving aside the reasons, leaving aside 
the experts ev'dence whether there is suftlcicpt record oq mate¬ 
rial for coming to the same conclusion. If that is so the 
finding cannot be said to be perverse. 

Dias admitted that he wrote on the pay-in-sllp “New 
Account” and ‘Rs. 500 only" on the cash voucher. He ad¬ 
mitted that the teller where he was working was expected to 
receive the amount only after completion of the formalities 
of (he account opening by the concerned officer. He further 
deposed that there was no such rule of a concerned officer 
signing or initialling the pay-in-slip for information that the 
procedure for opening the account was completed. He further 
stated that previously I here was such a practice but now il 
is stepped. There i., a circular to that effect bearing No. 40 
of 1969 (fix,-12/1). In other words the whole case of this 
worker is b.wed on this circular by which he wrmts to con¬ 
tend that he had not committed any negligence as stated to 
be proved by the hank. 

The circular reads as follows : “It has come to our notice 
that at some Branches it is the practice to accept all cash 
deposits only after the regitive cash pay-in-slip has been ini¬ 
tialled by the concerned counter-clerk. This, we understand, 
is done with a view to ensuring that the money is deposited 
for credit of the correct account. Thr matter has been exa¬ 
mined by us. As the depositors find it irksome to move 
from counter to counter when they come to deposit money in 
the Bank and as normally the depositors arc quit careful 
while deposition money, it has been decided to discontinue 
this practice with immediate effect in so far as only current 
and savings banks accounts are concerned. This- will improve 
our customer service and eliminate avoidable delay, The 
practice should, however, continue unchanged in case of cash 
deposits tendered for i c sur of fixed deposits, drafts, mail/ 
telegraphic transfers, realisation of bills etc,, as complications 
may arise if the depositors fill in incorrect rates of interest 
and exchange etc, Please ensure accordingly.’’ 

From reading the circular it does not reveal that at the 
opening of the account there is any need of signing bv the 
concerned counter e’erk. On the contrary there are certain 
categories such as in the ca°e of cash deposits, for issue of 
fix r d deposits, drafts, mail telegraphic trapfers. Realisation of 
bills such practice was to continue. In fact this is the open¬ 
ing stage of the account. Therefore it appears that this 
practice was to continue. But the further dpjosll3 are con¬ 
cerned there is no need to do so as the customers were 
affected. At this juncture the workman submitted that in 
the inquiry proceedings, they have brought on the record that 
without such initials the accounts were opened. I am not 
concerned with that. It is because T have to see whether 
the finding-’ of the inquiry officer are perverse. After con¬ 
sidering this circular and from the report of the inquiry 
office it reveals that he did consider the snffi circular and 
came to the conclusion that it has po apolication. I endorse 
the v'ew, after persuM of the inquiry officers report dated 
2-4-1990. It is alorigwith Exhibit ’d’. T do not find any 
perver-itv in it. In the result T record my findings on the 
points accordingly and pass the following Order: 

ORDER 

1. The Domestic inquiry held against the workman is 

legal and proper. 

2. The findings of the inquiry officer ore not perverse. 

S. B. PANSE, Prcs'ding Officer 

fervff, 15 Rf, 1996 

ffiToSTfo , 1672:—AtaTftofi 1 feffTC BTfsrfaffTE 194 7 
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fAftaAf arVr ffTRffnrf % sfH Jr faref 


sfiAtfffffi fdZfi? Jr, TnaV-f BTTdX SiWtf'I'ffi sjfwdff 
2% qNffir AtSTfffAff JRfftAtAAr^r Jreffnr 
Ad 10-5-96 At 5TTFT §3TT '07 I 

[do RT-22 012/41 l/ffdi/91--Trf UTC (dt-2)] 
TTiira'Dr, TftfddTt 
New Delhi, the 15th May, 1996 

S.O. 1672.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of he Cent¬ 
ral Government Industrial Tribunal Bombay No. 2 
as shown in the Anncxure in the industrial depute 
between he employers in relation to the management 
of F.C.I. a.id their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 10-5-1996. 

[No.22012l411|Fl9i-IR(C-U)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Office/ 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2 MUMBAI 
PRESENT : 

Shri S. B. Pause Presiding Officer 

(Old. Reference No. CGIT-215 of 1992) 
Reference No. CGIT-2I15 of 1996 

Employers jn relation to Tie Management of Food 
Corporation of India 

AND 

Their Workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For the workmen : Shri S. R. Y/agh Advocate. 

For the management : Shri B. M. Masurkar, 
Advocate. 

Mumbai, dated 28th March, 1996 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Minis'ry of Labour by 
its order No. L-22012(411)|F|91-IR(C-II), dated 
29-1-92, had referred to the following Dispute fot 
adjudicaTon. 

“Whether the action of the workmen of Bombay 
Godowns and Manmad Depots of Food 
Corpn. of India, to prevent 49 workers 
t runsferred from Kandla to work at Bombay 
Godowns and Manmad Depot is legal and 
justified and|or amounts to unfair labour 
Practice ? If so, to wha* relief are the man¬ 
agement entitled to ?’’ 

2. The senior Regional Manager of Food Corpo¬ 
ration of India contended that there was on work 
for the workmen of the Food Corporation of India 
workiig at Kandla Port since the year 1980 due ’o 
cessation of imports of food grains. The result was 
that the workers who were handling the food grains 
became surplus, They were to be kept idle but the 
management continued to pay them their wages. 

3. The workers working at Kandla Port” were 
governed by non-registared dock workers (Regula¬ 
tions of employment) since 1968 which was framed 
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under the Dock workers (Reflations of employment) 
Act of 1948, Under the said Act the employer is 
bound to pay the minimum guaranteed wages to the 
workers even though they remained idle, This situa¬ 
tion had to be remcded. It is therefore, in consulta¬ 
tion with the transport and dock workers union a 
scheme was devised for special Voluntary Retirement 
Scheme, 

4. At Kandla there were 1590 surplus labourers. 
Out of them 1541 workers opted for “Special Volun¬ 
tary Retirement Scheme”. In the mean time the 
Government revoked the Kandla Non-Registered 
Dock workers Regulation of Employment Scheme. 

■ The result was that the remaining 49 workers came 
out of the said scheme. At this s'age the union by .its 
letter dated 17-7-1986 requested to devise a scheme 
for employing the surplus labourers by transferring 
them outside Kandla. 

5. The management pleaded that thereafter ! he 
workers were asked their option lo be transferred at 
Bombay or ar Manmad depot. 18 workers opted for 
Bombay and 31 workers opted for Manmad, O.ie 
worker had not given any op ion. The result was 
that he was retrenched following the procedure under 
section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act of 1947. 

6. The workers were given transfer orders and 
T.A&D.A, to join their respective posts. The man¬ 
agement provided them specific duties in the respec¬ 
tive godowns to work from 8-3-88. The workers who 
ware already working at respective depots and mem¬ 
bers of the Transport and Dock Workers Union. 
Bombay (herein af er called as the Union) joined the 
strike without prior notice to the management. The 
Union had also wri'ten another letter dtd. 29-1-90 
wherein they mentioned 'hat they opposed these 
workers' who arc transferred to Bombay and Man¬ 
mad from Kandla and' to ask the management to re¬ 
transfer them to Kandla. 

7. The management pleaded that the action of the 
union is agains^ the principles of Natural Justice, 
Now the union cannot go back on their own promises. 

It is averred that by not allowing the workers to work 
is unfair labour practice within the meaning of sec- 
lion 25T read with items 1 and 8 of the Fifth Sche¬ 
dule of. the Industrial Disputes Act of 1947. It is aver¬ 
red that due to the act of the union the management 
is put to loss of lacs of runees. It is therefore prayed 
that an action may be taken against the union for 
practicing unfair labour practice and it may be dec¬ 
lared that 'heir action is illegal and unjustified. 

8. The Union resisted the claim by the written 
statement Exhibit-‘3’. T is averred that that Indus¬ 
trial Dispute does not exist between the management 
and the union. It is therefore, the Tribunal has no 
jurisdiction to try the reference. It is asserted that the 
uh ; on never consented nor consulted for transfer of 
49 workers from Kandla to Bombav or Manmad 
depost. T is averred that the job of the workers in 
the Food Corporation of Tndia is non tranferable. Tt 
is therefore, the transfers are illegal. Tt is pleaded 
that the alleged discussion which took place between 
the management and the Transport and Dock wor¬ 
kers Union, Kandla had nothing to do with the union, 
the opponent, Tt is submitted that it never indulged 
1292 GI 96—14, 


in unfair labour practice. It is submitted that the ac¬ 
tions of the workman of Bombay Depot and Manmad 
Depot of Food Corporation of India in preventing 
those 49 workers is illegal and justified. It is therefore 
prayed that the reference may be answered accor¬ 
dingly. 

9. My Learned'Predecessor framed issues at Exhi- 
bit-‘4’. The issues and my findings thereon are as 
follows : 

Issues Findings 

1. Whether industrial dispute Yes. 

existed between the workmen 

in question the transport & 

Dock workers union, Bombay 
and the management of the 
Food Corporation of India? 

2. Whether the 49 workmen in They are not re¬ 
question were re-eployed at employed but they are 

Bombay and Manmad Depots transferred from Kandla 
with the prior approval of the to Bombay and 
Transport and Dock workers Manmad with approval 
Union, Bombay? of the Transport & 

Dock Workers Union 
Bombay, 

3. Whether the action of the The action is 

workmen of Bombay Godowns not legal.& Justified, 

& Manmad Depots of Food tt does not amount 

Corporation of India to to unfair labour 

prevent 49 worker transferred practice. 

from Kandla to work at 

Bombay Godowns and 

Manmad Depot is legal and 

justified-afid/or amounts to 

unfair labour practice? 

4. If so, to what relief are the As per final order, 

management entitled to? 

5. What Award? As per final order. 


REASONS 

10. From the testimony of A. Kannapiram (Ex.-'6’ 
The Deputy Manager of the Food Corporation of 
India,. Manohar Gopinath Kotwal (Ex-‘ 18’) and Nathu 
Dadu-Kamble (Ex-9) the Joint Secretary of the 
Union the following facts could be said to be undis¬ 
puted. At Kandla the workers were working under 
the Kandla Non-Registered Dock workers Rcguluion 
eniployment scheme. Due to the cessation of import 
of food grains there was no work for the workmen 
since 1980. -A Voluntary Retirement Scheme was 
introduced. Out of the excess workers 1540 workers 
opted for Voluntary reitrement under the said 
scheme. The result was that 49 workers remained 
there as surplus. 

11. Out of the 49 workers 18 Workers were trans¬ 
ferred to Bombay and .31 workers were transferred 
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to Manmad who opted for the same. One worker 
who did not op: for transfer nor the voluntary retire¬ 
ment scheme was retrenched. The Government revo¬ 
ked the scheme of Kundlu Non-Rcgriteved Dock 
Workers^ (Regulations of Employment Scheme). The 
result was that these surplus workers were not pro¬ 
tected. 

12. Manohar Kotwal admits the letters ^ did. 
17-7-86 and 29-1-90 which are at Exhibid ‘711’. and 
Exhibit-‘5(r respectively. There was an agreement 
between the management and the union on 3-5-1986 
(Ex-512). These workers were transferred to Bombay 
and Manmad af'er giving T.A.&D.A. and were asked 
to start work from 8-3-1988, 

13. Kotwal affirmed that the letter dated 17-1-86 
(Ex-7]1) was wri ten bv him as the President of the 
Transport and Dock Workers Union, hand la Port, 
Kandla. It is not in dispute that at the same time 
Mr. Ko'wal was the General Secretary of the Trans¬ 
port and Dock Workers Elnion, Bombay. It is tried to 
argue on behalf of the union that these two unions 
are registered a: two different States. There, is no dis¬ 
pute over it. It is tied to argue that these arc register¬ 
ed under Trade Unions Act and are body corporals. 
These bodies have different views. The Learned Ad¬ 
vocate for the union argued that it is likely that one 
man is the direc'or for two different union i e. two 
different body corporates and their approach to a 
praticular problem may differ. According to him it 
cannot be said that as one man is the Director of 
two bodies his views should be the same. This ano- 
logy has no meaning. It is because Mr. Kotwal who 
wrote a letter as President of Transpor and Dock 
Worker Union, Kandla had categorically stated in the 
said letters : “Many of die loaders are around 25 
years of age. They have worked only for 7 to 8 years. 
They are willing for transfer to Bombay godowns 
rather than resign : ng and getting paid the benefit of 
the scheme. I welcome their suggestion on the ground 
that there ate already 400 vacancies to be filled at 
Bombay go downs. Moreover, Food Corporation of 
India will not be required to pay them under the 
scheme. They can be transferred nlongwitfi their 
funds, gra'uify, etc., as departmental labour to 
Bombay.” This has reference to the settlement dated 
3-5-85 (Ex-5|2). There were many vacancies at 
Bombay Port. Tn the le'tcr dtd 17-7-86 there is a re¬ 
ference to these vacancies at Bombay. The whole 
letter had to be read as one document. There were 
complaints from the workers to Mr. Kotwal. While 
dealing with these complaints he had written a le'tcr 
It is tried *o argue on behalf of the management that 
Kotwal welcomed the idea of transfer, meaning the 
idea was not his but of somebody e]es. From the 
U’tcr it reveals that as he was dealing with the com- 
plamts of the employees, the suggestion might have 
come from them. That suggestion was welcomed by 
him and he ultimately suggested to the manaaement. 
It is tried to argue that for the sake nl argument it 
is accep ed that Koirval suggested or accented the 
transfer they were only in respect of the loaders. He 
affirmed that as per his. knowledge there arc no loa¬ 
ders in those 49 workers. The Paragraph winch T 
have re ft erred to above rebus 'o many of the loade-s 
who suggested the transb-r. ft does not necessarily 


mean that all of them were loaders. It can be further 
seen that it is tried to argue on behalf of the union 
that as the loaders were from Maharashtra, Kotwal 
consented for such transfer. I am not inclined to ac¬ 
cept this. 

15. As I have already stated above Mr. Kotwals’ 
position is quiet different. No doubt he wrote a letter 
as she President of the Transport and Dock Workers 
Union, Kaadla, but at the same time he was the Gene¬ 
ral Sec. of the Union. He was aware that there were 
about 400 vacancies at Bombay which he referred in 
the letter. From the tenore of the letter it clearly sug¬ 
gests, that he accepted the posi'ion that the excess 
workers a Kandla are to be transferred to Bombay and 
Manmad. It is because of that letter the management 
aske for the options from the worker and then their 
transfers w-ere effected at Bombay and Manmad as per 
their choice. 

16. It is tried to argue on bchaff of the union that 
now the management is giving w'ork on contract at 
Kandla and they car transfer back these workers 
there. For deciding this reference it is not necessary 
for me to sec whether the work at Kandla is given on 
contract to not. The Learned Advocate for the union 
placed reliance on ihe workmen of Food Corpora¬ 
tion of India V.M(s. F.C.L ATR 1985 SC 670. That 
case refers to non issuance of notice of change and 
giving the work on contact basis. The facts before 
me arc quiet different and it has no application, 

17. One of the argument which is adduced on be¬ 
half of the union that the job of these workers is not 
transferable. This is not in dispute. It is because the 
loaders and other workers who are from other region 
are member of 'he union. Tt can be seen that when 
Mr. Kotwal is the Pres’dent of the Transport and 
Dock workers union at Kandla he is representing the 
workers of that region. His status is quic different. 
He cannot be said to be a man of protecting interest 
of the loaders of workers of Maharashtra only. 

J8. Exhibit-‘5 i 1' is a letter addressed by Mr. Kotwal 
as the Secretary of the Transport and Dock Workers 
Union, Bombay to the Management. In this letter he 
had suggested that those workers should be transfer¬ 
red back to Kandla as there is sufficient work He 
has also mentioned that no sous or relatives are taken 
fo employment as per agreement (Exhibif-’5J2’) dtd. 
3-5-85. That agreement speaks of the employment of 
some of the workers wherein it is mentioned tha' the 
management and the union have to take joint veture 
to fill up all the vacancies keeping in view all the pro¬ 
visions of law. In this letter M". Kotwal have no 
where stated that as the workers who are transferred 
are no* loaders’ and they are therefore opposing their 
transfer . Now the stand which‘is taken by them ap¬ 
pears to be after thought and cannot be accepted, 
Here in this case there was a letter of th: President 
of the Transport and Dock Workers Un’on. Kandla. 
He was the Secretary of the Union when the excess 
workers could be transferred. Not only 'hat the wor¬ 
kers opted for such transfer and thereafter the man¬ 
agement effected those transfers. Therefore. I d 0 not 
find any meri* in the argument that the transfers 
cannot be effected. 
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18. The 49 workers were not allowed to work. 
Their right to work is disturbed by the member of 
the union. It is therefore the management raised the 
dispute before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
which came to be referred to this Tribunal. It is tried 
to argue that the union had no hing to do with the 
dispute has no meaning. It is because of their action 
these workers could not work. And therefore it has 
to be siad to be an Industrial Dispute and the Tri¬ 
bunal has the jurisdiction to decide i’. 

19. So far as unfair labour practice is concerned 
there is no sufficient evidence. From the wirtten argu¬ 
ment which is addressed on behalf of die manage¬ 
ment it can be said that there is no serious challenge 
in respect of unfair labour practice. Mauohar Kotwal 
was examined by the management after the reference 
was remanded back for hearing by the High Court 
of Bombay in Write Petit ion No. 2107 of 1991. 
Nathu Dadu (Ex-9) the Joint Secretary of die Union 
affirmed that they were not aware of the Jet r er written 
by. Kotwal to the management. Infact they arc of the 
opinion that the President of the Transport and 
Dock Workers Union, Kandla and their union are 
different and the action which is taken by Mr. Kotwal 
does not bind them. It appears to me therefore 'hey 
had resorted to the present action. Looking to the 
Fifth Schedule the action of these worker cannot be 
said to be an Unfair Labour Practice. 

20. Before passing the final order I mav meit'on 
it here that it appears that at present there is suffi- 
c|’.eht work at Kandla. To avoid the dispute bptv’een 
the parties and if the workers are now willing to go 
back to Kandla the management may consider their 
requests. 

ORDER 

1. The action of the workmen of Bombay 
godown and Manmad Depots of Food Cor¬ 
poration of India to prevent 49 workers 
transfer from Kandla to work at Bombay 
Godown and Manmad Depot is not legal 
and justified. 

2. It does not amount to unfair labour practice. 

3. No order as fit costs. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 

1 5 199 6 
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New Delhq the 15th May, 1996 
S.O. 1673.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal Bombay No. 1 as shown in the Annexure 
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in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Air India and their workmen, winch 
was received by the Central Government on 14-5-1996. 

[No, L-11012/13/88-D.II (B)|D.III (B)]IR (C-I)li 
BRAT MOHAN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, BOMBAY 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R, S. Verma, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-1/17 of 1989 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to Ihe management of Air-ludla, 
Bombuy 

AND 

Their workmen, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the management—Shri A. R, Kulkarni, Advocate. 
For the workman—Shri Nabar, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Anlines STATE : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, the 29th day of March, 1996 
AWARD 

■ The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour has 
referred the following dispute to this Tribunal vide order 
dated 5-4-1989. 

“Whether the action of the management of Air-India 
in not paying the full wages to Shri M. Ratnakar, 
Store-Keeper for the period of his suspension from 
16-10.80 to 28-10-84 and reducing his basic salary 
by one stage for a period of one year from 
1-11-85 and not clearing his increments from June, 
80 to June, 85 and not promoting him to the post 
of Sr. Store Keeper from 1-1-79 and subsequently 
to the post of sectional Store Keeper from 1-1-1982 
is justified. If not, what relief is tiro workman 
entitled to ?” 

2. The workman filed his written statement of claim 
on 20-7-89. The employer filed its reply to tho written 
statement of claim on 20-11-1989, 

'3. Both the parties took much time in producing docu¬ 
mentary evidence. In oral evidence, the workman filed 
his affidavit on 14-9-1993. It appears that he was not 
subjected to any cross-examination inspitc of the fact that 
he appeared in person on 13-1-94, 24-3-94, 29-4-94 and 

19-10-94. The management stated on 5-9-95 that It did 
not want to lead any oral evidence. Meanwhile the matter 
did not proceed further because of pendency of some 
departmental representation of the workman. Some time was 
taken in attempts to settle the dispute outside the Tribunal. 
All this took some time nnd contributed to delay in disposal 
of this old matter. 

4. The matter came up before me for the first time 
on 5-9-1995. Parties took some time in arguing the matter 
and the arguments were concluded on 22-2-1996 when the 
matter was reserved for aware, Before the award could be 
dictated, the sole Stenographer of the Tribunal resigned 
All this has again contributed to delay in disposal of the 
case. 

5. Briefly stated, the facts resulting the disputes refer¬ 
red for adjudiction of this Tribunal are as follows : 

: Workman Shri M. Ratnakar was working as a Store 
Keeper under the Air India Corporation since 29-5-1967, 
■Tn contemplation of a departmental enquiry against the 
Workman for alleged misconduct, he was placed under 
suspension by the competent authority vide an order dated 
18-4-1980 vv.e.f. 16-4-1980. The management, however, 
did not issue a chargesheet to the workman for almost a 
period of 4 yea's. Qn 6th April, 1984, the workman was 
served "with -‘a chargesheet, the material part of whjclj 
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detailing the alleged misconduct of the workman reads 
as follows 

“From _ t J 

Stores and Purchase, Department, 

A!., Santa Croz, 

To 

Mr. M. Rutnakar, 

Storekeeper, St. No. 12478, 

B-160 A.l. 2nd Colony, 

Kalina, Santa Cruz (East), 

Bombay-400029. 

Ref. No, CSP'T 14-MR dated 6th April, 1984. 

This is in continuation of our letter No. CSP/114-MR 
dated April 18, 1980, placing you under suspension pending 
enquiry with effect from April 16, 1980 in view of the 
position stated therein : 

2. It is reported that one Dr. (Miss) Sharda Rao, an 
Indian National, who is residing in London and who is 
known to you, came to Bombay on 9-2-1980, She stayed 
in her flat in Bombay and left Bombay on 29/30-3-198Q 
by Singapore Airlines for London. 

3. Miss Maria Abranches, a Kenyan. National, also 
came to Bombay from London on 20-2-1980. Thereafter, 
one Mr. Charles. Thyes, a Belgian National came to 
Bombay on 3-3-1980 from Geneva. 

4. Both Miss Maria Abranches and Mr. Charles Thyes 
Htayed at Taj Hotel in Bombay and left Bombay on 12-3-1980. 
You had met all the aforesaid three persons during their 
stay in . Bombay, 

5. It is reported that while you were working as a Store¬ 
keeper in Stores Department, during rh* period from . February 
1980 to April 1980, you have assisted the tpersous* mentioned 
in para 2, 3 and. 4 above, in booking,- the consignments 
declared as tourist purchases with Air- India,, the details 
of which are given below, with an intention to obtain 
pecuniary gain unlawfully to you, ini gross violation of 
Customs Act You have thus misused y«wr official position 
as Storekeeper in Air India: 

6. During her stay in Bombay, Dr. (Miss) Sharda Rao 
sought your assistance in booking the conaigiunents declared 
as tourists purchases with Air India and for further 
expediting their early shipments. It* is > reported that Dr, 
(Miss) Sharda Rao booked the following consignments with 
Air India Cargo Booking. Office^ Bombay. 

1. No. 000051/1,3-80 Exporter : Dr: (Miss) Sharda 
Rao. Consignee::: Dr. Sharda, Rao, C/o Mr, M. 
Bocard, 25, RUE DE L’Ar, QUEBLKE, GENEVA 
SWITZERLAND—one wooden box containing 
tourist, purchases valued, at Re, 4,31.7 (AWB No. 
098 28119921 dated. 1-3-1980). 

2. No. 004086/11-3-80. Exporter.: Misa Maria A. 
Abranches C/o, On ShardatRacv’5’ Asbwin.House, 
K. A, Subramanian. Road,.. Kind’s Circle, Bombay—! 
Two wooden boxes contents declared, as Tourists 
purchases valued at Rs. 7849.25. (AWB, Np, 098- 
28120504 dated 8-3-80). The consignee—Miss Maria 
A. Abranches C/o, ML Albeet. Attn Setae Wnillaund 
C 'o. Danzas S, A. Pori France,. Route De» Scnnnes, 
Geneva, Switzerland. 

3. One wooden- box—con ten is declared as Tourists 
purchases valued .at Ri 8,54X00..- (AWB.. No. 098- 
28203792 dated 29-3-1980) COnsignes Miss Sharda 
Rao C/o Damzas SA Port France, Route Den 
Stones, Geneva, Switzerland, Exporter—Miss Sharda 
Rao. 

4. One wooden box—contents dedared as Tourists 
purchases valued at-Rs, 4 , 584,75 ■ (AWB: No. 098- 
28203803 dated 29*3-1980). Exporter : Miss Sharda 
Rao, Crinsigue : Miss Sharda Rao, C/o Damzas 
SA Att. Mr, Serge WuilltiumL Port France, Route 
Des Scannes, Geneva, Switzerland-. 

7. You had. accompanied-:.Dr. (Miss,) Sharda Rao to 
Air India, Cargo Booking Offifce, Bombay, for bookings 
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on all the above mentioned three dates viz. 1-3-1980, 8-3-1980 
and 29-3-1980. 

8 . It is further reported that on 1-3-1980 after booking 
the first consignment, (included in para 6,1 above) you 
also went to Sahar Cargo Complex and remained present 
at the time of examination of the said parcel by the Customs 
Examiner Mr. Barctto. However, you were not allowed -by 
the Customs Examiner to remain present at the time of the 
examination of the contents of the parcel. .After the parcel 
was passed and cleared by the Customs, it was lying, 
for shipment by Air India (Cargo Complex, Export Sec* 
tion) which was not likely to be shipped due to the heavy 
backlog. Therefore, you accompanied by Dr. (Miss) Sharda 
Rao, met Mr. R, R. Puranik, Chief. Traffic Asst, of 
Air India Cargo Complex, Export Section. You introduced 
yourself as an Air India employee and the relative of Dr. 
(Miss) Sharda Rao, though in fact, you were not related 
to her. At the request of Dr. (Miss) Sharda R&o, made 
to Mr. Puranik, the parcel was taken to the Air India 
Warehouse for shipment on 1-3-80 and thereafter, it was 
shipped. Dr, (Miss) Rao had told the Customs House 
Agents representative that you would attend to the matters 
relating to the shipping of the parcel by Air India after the 
Customs formalities were observed. 

9. The second consignment mentioned in para 6.2 above, 

was booked on 8-3-80 and examined by the Customs on 

11-3-80. In this the Exporter was Miss Maria Abranches. 
The Customs House Agent’s representative aqd you were 
present when the boxes were examined by the Customs. 
For this consignment also you had met Mr. PUranik, Chief 
Traffic Asst, for immediate shipment after the custom* 
examination, but he did not accept your request. There¬ 
after the boxes were shipped in the routine course. 

10. On 29-3-1980, two parcels mentioned at Sr. Nos. 3 

and 4 in para 6 above, were booked separtely by Dr, (Miss) 

Rao. You were present at the time of booking at Air 

India Cargo Office. Three to four days thereafter, you 
made enquiries with Air India Cargo Booking Office and 
the Customs House Agent’s representative about the position 
of the said two parcels. You were told that the custom* 
formalities were being observed. You went to Sahar Cargo 
Complex on 14-4-1980 on which day the said two parcel 
were being examined separately by the Customs Examiners—> 
M/s. Baretto and Ghule in the presence of the Customs 
House Agent’s representatives. You had earlier on: that 
day met Mi, Puranik, Chief Traffic Asst, and had orally 
requested him for shipment of the parcels. Mr. Puranik did 
not pay any attention to your request in the matter. You 
wanted to remain present at the time of the examination 
of the parcels-by the Customs, but the Custom* Examiner 
Mr. Baretto asked you to go out. Thereafter, you left the 
Customs Examination shed and remained outside. M/s, 
Baretto and Ghule, the Customs Examiners, detected falsa 
bottom in the two wooden cases of parcels and they found 
silver bars collectively weighing 101.87 kgs,, valued approxi* 
malely at Rs. 2,62,348 at that tinny When you came to 
know about the detection of silver bars in the false bottom 
as aforesaid, you immediately, left; the place and went 
home. 

11. During the search of your residential premises on 
the night of 14-4-80, the Custom.*, Authorities recovered 
a diary showing the names and addresses of Mis* SMrda 
Rao, Miss Maria Abranches and Charles Thy**. A- cover 
showing the name and address of Mr. Charles Thyes was 
also found in your house. 

12. In your statement dated 16-4-19R0 before Supdt. of 
Customs, Air Intelligent Unit, Bombay, Mr,: P. Chakra* 
pani, you have admitted having received Rs. 1500 from 
Dr. (Miss) Sharda Rao, for providing assistance in-booking 
the packages referred to above, before she left for London. 
It was not n -part of your duty to assist the travelling,passen¬ 
gers for observing booking formalities of the parcles and 
thereafter making efforts for their early shipment through 
Air India. 

13. It is clear from the above, that you took personal 
interest in expediting, shipment, of consignment* booked, by 
Dr. (Miss) Sharda Rao by approaching, the. concerned Air 
India staff, though it was not a. part of your duty, at all. 
You thus acted in a manner unbecoming of an Air India 
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employee by conducing- yourself in a manner not conducive 
to the best interest, credit and prestige of the Corporation. 

14. You are, therefore, hereby charged with the following 

acts of misconduct : 

(i) Aiding in smuggling of silver. 

(ii) Taking illegal gratification. 

(iii; Conducting yourself in a manner not conductive 
to the best interest, credit and prestige of the 
Corporation. 

15. You are hereby called upon to submit your written 
explanation to tiie above charges wbhin 7 days of the receipt 
ol this letter, ft not written explanation is received horn 
you within the stipulated period, it will be presumed that 
you have no saiisiactory explanation to otter and we will 
proceed to take further suitable disciplinary action against 
you, in accordance with the provisions of the Air India 
employees Service Regulations. 

Jo. if you desire to be heard in person, you may please 
let us know accordingly, 

Sd- 

(P. D. Maruthe) 
Controller ol' Stores and Purchases" 

6. The workman filed a detailed reply to this charge- 
sheet vide letter dated 24th April, 1984, wherein he denied 
the allegations and charges levelled against him. 

7. ft. appears that meanwhile a criminal case was also 
registered m connection with the alleged smuggling of the 
contraband. However, eventually the workman was dis¬ 
charged in the case on 11-9-1984. The workman informed 
the management about this discharge. Upon this, the 
management revoked the order of suspension by an order 
dated 25-10-1984. The workman resumed his duties on 
26-10-1984. 

8. Meanwhile, an enquiry committee was appointed to 
bo into the charges levelled against the workman. The 
(enquiry Committee initially met on 12th July, 1984. The 
enquiry proceedings were concluded sometime in August 
1985 and report was submitted by the enquiry Committee on 
9*8-1985 to the Disciplinary Authority, The Enquiry 
Committee came to the conclusion that charge No. 1 viz. 
that the workman aided and abetted in the smuggling of 
silver as alleged, was not established. However, it found 
that the workman had taken illegal gratification Of Rs. 1500 
from Ms, Shait\i Rao and assisted her, an outsider, in 
booking certain cargoes and thereby conducted himself 
in a manner not conducive to the best interest, credit 
and prestige of the Corporation. The Disciplinary Autho¬ 
rity agreed with the findings of the Enquiry Committee 
and held the workman guilty of the aforesaid charges (ii) 
and (iii). He, therefore, by order dated 29-10-85 (Ex. 
W-9) imposed punishment of reducing the workman in the 
pay scale to one stage below the basic salary for a period 
of* one year from 1-11-1985. The increment which fell due 
daring the period June 1980 to June, 1985 were also ordered 
to be withheld for the said period of one year. The relevant 
portion of this order reads as follows : 

‘The misconduct committed by Mr. Ratnakar is of a 
serious, nature and calls for severe punishment, hut 
having regard to the fact that he was under sus¬ 
pension for a long period pending completion of 
roceeding5, as well as the long interval between 
is arrest and conclusions of the proceedings of 
the, Enquiry Committee, I feel that the ends of 
justice are met if Mr. Ratnakar is given the punish¬ 
ment of the reduction of his present basis salary 
by one stage, far a period of one year with 

effect from. 1-11-1985, Further, the increments 
which were due during the period June 1980 to 
June 1985, which have been withheld pending the 
completion of enquiry proceedings, would also not 
be released during this period of one year, The 
effect of this punishment is that the basic salary 
of Mr. Ratnakur would be reduced to Rs. 575 
with effect from 1-11-85, for a period of one 
yer». On the expiry of this- punishment, the basic 
salary of Mr, Ratnakar would be fixed at a stag* 
which lie would have,draw* normally i.e. Rg. 830, 
but for the* punishment Imposed under this Order, 


provided his conduct and-work are found-satisfactory 
during- this- period; 

6 . Mr. Ratnakar is warned to be extremely careful in 
future. 

I order accordingly.” 

9. The workman. took, the matter into appeal-before the 
Controller of Stores and Purchases; who upheld-the order 
of the Disciplinary Authority and dismissed the appeal 
vide order June 6, 1986. 

10. The workman took the matter before Assistant-Com¬ 
missioner of Labour. The claim of the workman-was admit¬ 
ted in conciliation. However, the dispute could not bo 
settled and a failure report was submitted whereupon the 
appropriate Government mode a reference as Stated above.. 

11. Before, I proceed further, I would like • to advert to 
the findings of the Enquiry Committee upheld- by the Disci¬ 
plinary Authority qua. all the-three charges. These findings 
occur in. paras 23.J to 23,3 (both inclusive) of the- report 
of the., committee and may be reproduced-in extenso. They 
read as follows :■ 

"23.1 Charge No. 1.—Aiding in smuggling of silver.—* 
As per the reasons mentioned above. Committee Is 
of the opinion that- as per ■ the evidence- with tho 
Committee, there is no direct involvement of Mr. 
Ratnakar in aiding of smuggling of - silver and 
therefore this charge cannot be sustained. Even 
though there is evidence - about h» presence at the 
time of booking and Customs examination of 
consignments from which, solver was in-fact found, 
these facts by themselves and without- any other 
evidence do not point to the guilt of Mr.- Ratnakar 
Mr. Ratnakar presumably was not aware of the 
fact that tho consignments for which he has reques¬ 
ted Cargo Staff for expediting shipments were 
containing silver. It has also come on record, that 
when Dr. Miss Sharda Rao requested Mr. Ratnakar 
to help her in smuggling silver, he refused to- do 
so and informed that he would never do- such a 
iob. This shows the conscicntousness of Ma 
Ratnakar that he was not prepared to audit! Mto# 
Sharda Rao for exporting the silver, slab#, Ofi 
the contrary, he,...ignorantly requested the Cargo 
Staff to expedite the consignment*: booked bjr-'MiM 
Sharda Rao since, she was known to him. The 
Committee therefore finds him not guilty - of this 
charge. 

23.2 Charge No. 2.—Taking illegal gratification.*— 

is no-other evidence except the statement 1 of' Mr* 
Ratnakar recorded by Customs. This statement was 
introduced by Mr. Pawde of CBI. 

The Committee did not find it expedient to- examine 
the Customs Officer who had- recorded the- state* 
merit, as the same waa counter-signed by- Mf. 
Ratnakar, When this, statement was. introduced by 
Mr. Pawde as evidence, the Defence Counsel of 
Mr. Ratnakar was given opportunity to cross* 
examine Mr. Pawda if they were not inclined- on 
Committee’s acceptance of this as bona fide 'evidence. 
By nature of the transaction, there is no possibility 
of a third person being present when exchange of 
Rs, 1500 took place between Mr. Ratnakar, and 
Miss Sharda Rao. Mr. Ratnakar has by hig.oywn 
admission as recorded by Customs, stated , that, he 
has taken Rs. 1500 from Miss Sharda Rao t Hje 
Committee therefore conclude* that, thi* amount ;!* 
in the nature of illegal gratification, even, though the 
amount comparatively speaking^ appears. to. be 
insignificant, nevertheless it is by-way of, 
gratification, 

The Committee therefore finds Mr. Ratnakar criilty of 
the charge of taking illegal gratification; 

23.3 Charge No, 3,—Conducting himself ip a nj**att' 
not conducive to the best interest, credit* and pwoiige 
of the Corporation,-*»A« per the vca&ans mentioned 
in the summary, the 3rd charge- is proved;.sgalCRt 
Mr. Ratnakar beyond any shadow of doubt. The 
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Committee feels that the conduct of Mr. Ratnakar 
in helping an outside party who had earlier mani¬ 
fested her inventions to smuggle silver and his 
:approach to Mr. Puranik, Mr. Indulkar and Mr. 

Subhajivanlal on various occasions at Cargo Book¬ 
ing Office and at Cargo Complex to expedite the 
shipment of consignments booked by Dr. Miss 
Sharda Rao, are manifestation of the fact that Mr. 
Ratnakar did not conduct himself in a manner 
conducive to the best interest, credit and prestige 
of the Corporation. 

The Committee therefore finds Mr. Ratnakar guilty of 
this charge also." 

12. The first and foremost contention of the learned counsel 
for the workman is that charges No. (ii) and (iii) were 
dependent upon charge No. (i). When charge No. (i) was 
held not proved, the workman could not have been found 
guilty of charges (ii) and (iii). The illegal act attributed 
to the workman was that he abetted and aided in illicit 
smuggling of silver and the Enquiry Committee arrived 
at a positive conclusion that this charge was not 
proved. Latter, the Enquiry Committee commended the 
workman for his conscentiousness in the following words : 

- "It has also come cm record that when Miss Sharda Rao 
requested Mr. Ratnakar to help her in smbtiJling 
silver, he refused :o do so nnd informed that lie 
would never do 3uch i job. This shows the cons¬ 
cientiousness of Mr. Ratnakar that he was not 
prepared to assist Miss Sharda Rao for exporting 
the silver slabs. l)n ibe contrary he ignorantly 
requested the caigo stutf to expedite the consignments 
booked by Miss Sharda Rao since she was known 
to him." __ 

13. It is submitted that du.mj the course of disciplinuiy 
enquiry, no other illegal or unlawful act was attributed 
to the workman, tor which he would have received any 
illegal gratification from Miss Sharda Rao. Even the 
findings recorded by the Enquiry Committee do net indicate 
for what illegal motive or ab.cn workman received ihe 
alleged ilhgil gratification from Miss Sharda Rao. It is 
(submitted that he very cor.c.-rt o i accepting illegal prati¬ 
fication implies that the workman accepted the alleged amount 
of Rs. 1500 from Miss Sharda Rao for doing some illegal 
act or for showing some illegal or improper favour. The 
only illegal act attributed to the workman was to assist 
Ms. Sharda Rao in smuggling silver and once this charge 
fell, charge No. (n) could not survive. The Enquiry Com¬ 
mittee in its flnd.ng on charge No (n) docs not it«ie expli¬ 
citly or even by necessary implicaiton as tq what was that 
illegal or improper Tavriur for doing which workman allegedly 
accepted Rs. 1500 from Ms Sharda Ka. 

14. Learned Counsel for the management arg-na that even 
though chaige No. (i) was not established, it could nut 
and would not mean that cbnge Nr (in ihoill also tall 
down. He urges that oven thougn while discussing charge 
No. (ii), the Enqiiiiy Committee did not expressly or by 
ijoplicmon state ihe alleged illegal or unUwful object of 
obtaining Rs. i500 from Miss Shax.li Rao. the finding 
should be read 'n eomini ma win (Iodine on charge No. 
(Hi) which cleaily sjprils the alleged illegal purpose for 
which uunei was allegedly received. 

15. In this regard, the learned cousel for the workman 
contested th: legality ml propriety of th* finding of the 
Enquiry Committee that workman had received a sum of 
Rs. 1500 from Miss Sbaida Rao at all. It is submitted 
that this finding is based on no legal evidence Worth the 
name; secondly, it is submitted that the finding on this 
score is based upon an alleged confessional statement of 
the workman dated 16-4-1980 rscorded by customs officials, 
this alleged confessional statement had been recorded under 
duress and coercion; the confession was retracted by the 
workman at the earliest opportunity, who had made even 
a complaint to the concerned Magistrate regarding this ; 
the Customs Official, who recorded this statement was 
not examined during the domesric enquiry and this deprived 
the workman from cross-examination of the customs officials, 
who had recorded the alleged confessional statement. It 
is submitted that this has caused grave prejudice to the 


workman and hence the finding recorded on this aspect 
should be upset. 

16. I have considered the rival contentions and have 
perused the material available on record. 1 may state at 
tne outset that provisions of Eviednce Act do no apply to 
domestic enquiries. Even the proof in respect of a charge 
is not required to be of (he same standard as required in 
a criminal trial. At a domestic enquiry, the case has to 
be decided on preponderance of probabiliues (kindly sea 
1994 1 CLR 254—S, K. Awasthy Vs. M. R. Bhopo and ors.). 

17. The second principle to be borne in mind to that 
this Tribunal does not sit in appeal over the findings at 
a domestic enquiry. It docs not reappraise the evidence 
except when (i) there is want of good faith; (ii) thwe is 
victimisation or unfair labour practice; (iii) when the 
management has been guilty of a basic error or violation 
of a principle of natural justice or (iv) on the materials, 
the finding is completely baseless or perverse. If these 
vitiating factors are absent, then this Tribunal can not 
reappraise evidence and come to a different conclusion (see 
1959 I LLJ 285 (Civil Appeal No. 500 of 1957 dated 
17-10-58 between G. Mckenzie and Co. Ltd. and its work¬ 
men and others). 

18. The first contention of the learned counsel for the 
workman in this regard was that the enquiry was com¬ 
menced almost after a lapse of four years and this shows 
want of good faith and bonafides on the part of the manage¬ 
ment, In my opinion, no hard and fast rule can bo laid 
down that delay vitiates a domestic enquiry in each and 
every case. It will depend upon facts on an industrial case 
if the delay has been unreasonable and unfair. In the 
present case, admittedly the matter was being investigated 
and remained pending with a criminal Court for a long 
period. If the enquiry was not commenced immediately, 
no blame could be attributed to the management on this 
Court. This factor does not show bad faith by itself but 
only shovvs a’oondant precaution on the part of the 
management. 

19. The second contention was that the incriminatory 

confessional statement dated 16-4-1980 recorded by customs 
was not supplied in advance to the workman but was shown 
to him on 5-10-1984 during the course of the statement 
of witness A. D. Pawade. In this context, suffice it to 
state that the Enquiry Committee took the precaution of 
adjourning the enquiry on 3-10-1984 after taking the 
various documents produced by witness Pa wad a and gave 
oppoi tunny of inspection of the documents to workman 
and recommended the enquiry on 12-10-1984. On 
12-10-1984, the workman completed the cross-examina¬ 
tion of witress A. D. Pawade. This naration goes to show 
that the committee observed the basic principles of natural 
justice and the procedure adopted did not vitate the 

piocccditigs. 

20. This is true that customs official, who is said to 

have record'd the confessional statement dated 16-4-80 
was not produced to prove the statement. The statement 
admitted'y carried the signature of the workman. This is 
also (rue that the workman appears to have retracted the 
confC'-Von admitting receipt of Rs. 1500 from Miss Sharda 
Rao. Howcvei, once the signature of workman were ad¬ 
mitted on the said confessional statement, the burden had 
xh fted to !hr workman to establish that the state¬ 
ment had been obtained under coerpion and duress. 

Non production of customs official in til's regard by the 
departmental tepresenlative did not and coukl not vitsato 
the enquiry on this count. The workman could also have 
requested ihe Enquiry Committee to summon such witness 
and fhen subject him to cross examination to elicst facts 
constituting duress and coercion. Burden to prove this 

element rested op the workman and it was His ispr.e divst 
before the Enquiry Committee, It’s findings can not bo 
faulted ■ n the ground that the customs official was not 
examined by die Departmental Representative at the domes- 
thc enquiry. J find that the findings on this court could 
not be called perverse or based on no evidence, 

21 It was contended that the worktnan lodged- a com¬ 
plaint dated 22-5-1580 (Exh. D) with regard to alleged 
torture by AIRPORT CUSTOMS due to which he claimed 
t-o have signed the confessional statement, Firstly, tho 
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statement is a self serving adn.ssslon; secondly, it dees 
not mention the nature, time and place of alleged torture, 
it is berept of particulars with regard to persOn|persons who 
are said to have tortured him. It is an extremely vauge 
and general complaint of alleged torture and duress. In 
my opinion, such a self serving admission, without any¬ 
thing more, does not whittle down the admission made 
by the workman regarding rece'pt of Rs, 1500 from 
Ms. Sharada Rao. 

22. Lastly, this complaint was not made promptly and is 
said to have been made on 22nd May, 1980 i.e. after more 
than one month of the confessional statement, on the face of 
it, it appears to be an aftcT thought. . Hence, I And that the 
finding recorded on this score by the Enquiry Committee can 
not be branded as perverse or based on no evidence. 

23. Learned counsel for the workman took me through the 
statements o'f various wilness qua the allegation that the 
workman had assisted M/s. Sharada Rao in expediting the 
booking and clearing, of the cargoes and submits that the 
evidence is contradictory and discrepent and no categorical 
finding could have been recorded on the basis of such evi¬ 
dence. In mv opinion some contradictions and discripancies 
in the statements of witnesses would not entitle me to discard 
the categorciHl finding that the workman asserted Ms. Sharada 
Rao, a stranger in looking consignments, claiming her to be 
related to her, when in fact she was not so related. This find¬ 
ing is bused upon evidence which has been discussed by the 
Enquiry Committee and I would not be justified in arriving 
at a different conclusion by reappraising the evidence meticu¬ 
lously, as could be done by a Court of Appeal. The evidence 
of Mr. Puranik R. R- supports the finding of the Enquiry 
Committee. About the ev'derce of Puranik. it was urged that 
Puranik. had been examined by Customs and such statement 
was not made availah'e to him. The Enquiry Committee 
declined to supply the statement on the ground that it was 
pot relying upon the said statement. Suffice is to say that the 
workman, if he so wanted could have requested for summon¬ 
ing this statement from Customs for purposes of cross-exami¬ 
nation of this witness. It does not appear that any such,steps 
were tuken cventhough statement of Puranik had been defer¬ 
red. Hence, this grievance also loses its significance and is 
of no avail. The evidence of Mr. Indifikar also categorically 
supports the finding. 
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such evidences and lead his defence, if any. In the present 
case, the attitude adopted by the workman and his represen¬ 
tative, re-ultcd in ron-cross-examination of the witness. Pro¬ 
ceedings dated 24-5-1984 and 7-6-1985 very eloariy recount 
this position, The Enquiry Committee tried to provide the 
workman arid his representative with a copy of the statement 
of Indulkar. They declined to accept it. They were called 
upon to lead defence, if they so liked but they declined this 
request as well. The workman filed his final'reply of defence 
on 24-6-1985 and he refrained from speaking anything about 
the statement of Indulkar deliberately. Hence, now he can 
not be permitted to make a grievance about the testimony 
of Indulkar. The workman has by his attitude of unreason¬ 
able non-cooperation placed himself in this unenviable situa¬ 
tion, I think that the challenge to recorded of testimony of 
Indulkar is entirely misplaced. 24A. This takes me to the 
consideration of the contention that since charge No. (i) was 
not established, charges No. (ii) and (iii) should fall to the 
ground. It would be recalled that charge No. (i) pertained 
to siding and abetting Ms. Sharada Rao in smuggling of silver. 
This major charge of abetment and aiding in smuggling of 
silver failed, not because the workman did not assist Sharda 
Rao in booking and clearing of the Cargo but because it was 
rot proved that the workman knew about the comea's of 
the cargo. The Enquiry Committee is quite positive in Its 
findings that the workman did assist Ms. Sharada Rao In 
hooking and clearing of cargoes. Ms. Sharadh Rao was a 
stranger and the errant workman had no buriness to assist 
ill her aforesaid activities of booking and clearing of cargoes, 
such conduct being contrary to the relevant conduct ufies. 
Moreover, when this was done in consideration of monetary 
reward, which the workman had no business to accept the 
misconduct becomes all the more reprehensible and non 
excusable. To content that this did not amount to miscon¬ 
duct is to misjudge the entire thing. Hence, the conten¬ 
tion that exontration from charge of abeting and aiding 
in smuggling resulted in exoneration from charge No. (ii) 
and (iii) s to misread the whole thing. The contention has, 
therefore, no legs to stand upon and is rejected. 


25. A contention was raised that the enquiry report of 
CBI wav not supplied to the workman, I find that the En¬ 
quiry' Committee has not at all relied upon the report of 
CBT investigation. Wien it is so, no grievance could 1 he 
madt on this counts. 


26, On a conspectus of all the circumstance>s of the case, 
I find that findings of Enquiry Committee on charges No. 
(ii) and (iii) as upheld by Disciplinary Authority are un¬ 
assailable. There has been no denial of fairplay or of 
principle^ of natural justice. 


27. Now, the question remains about the legality and 
propriety of the punishment imposed. I find that a very 
lenient view had been taken of the entire matter. 
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24, About the evdence of Shri Indulkar, it is urged that 
his statement was recorded after the statement of the work¬ 
man had been recorded and hence it could not have been 
acted upon. I have gone through the proceedings of the 
Enquiry Committee. This is true that Indulkar’s statement 
was recorded after workman had been examined. But that 
by itself could not he a ground to reject the evidence of 
Indulkar. The workman and his representative were afforded 
opportunity to cro's-examine Indulkar but they walked awav 
and did not participate in the enquiry. It was a highhanded 
attitude on the part of the workman and his representative. 
The result v^s that Indulkar’s statement remained uncross- 
examined. The workman must thank himself for h's con¬ 
tumacious aud'icitv in-refusing to cross-examine Indulkar and 
in staying ,-".vr>y from the enquiry. There is no hard and 
fast rule of law that a now prosecution witness could not 
be examined after the delinquent Officer has been examined. 
Principle 1 ' nf natural justice only require that the delinquent 
workman b afforded a reasonable opnortunity to cross-examine 
the Witness and thereafter is given an opportunity to explain 


28. Officials at the Airport have to be viry scruplous about 
discharge of their duties Duties at tht Airport involve 
highly sensitive matters. Accepting a monetary reward 
from n stranger and to assist such stranger in booking of 
cargoes, leven though the workman did not know of the 
contraband nature) was highly impnoper for the workman. 
To my mind the punishment imposed errs on the side of 
leniency. 


29. Payment of full wages during the period of suspension 
was within the discretion of the Disciplinary Authority. The 
workman was not found to be blameless. The workman 
was not entitled to his inertments during the period of sus¬ 
pension which was wholly justified. His non promotion 
during the pendency of enquiry to higher posts can not be 
faulted. Hence, I find the claim of the workman to be 
devoid of merit and reject the sumc with costs. 

Award is made accordingly, 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1674.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
No. 1, Bombay as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial, dispute between the employers in relation, 
to tire management of Jawaharlal Nehru Port 
Trust and their workmen, which war, received by 
the .Central. Government of 1-4-5-96. 

[No.'L-3K)12)3!92-IR(Misc)l 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1. MUMBAT. 
(P resent") 

Shri Justice R. S, Verma, 

Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT li38 OF 1993 
Parties /—^Employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Jawaiharlal Nehru Port Trust 
and 

Their workmen. 

Appearances :— 

. For the Management : Shri D'Souza 

. For .the Workman : Shri Jai Prakash Sawant 
Industry : Ports & Docks 
'State : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 3rd day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

Shri Jai Prakash Sawant for union. 

1 Shri D’Souza for management. 

Heard the learned representatives of the parties 
at length. Shri J. P. Sawant has also Tiled written 
submissions and copy has been supplied to the 
other side. Shri D’Souza has been afforded oppor¬ 
tunity to raise contentions qua the written sub¬ 
missions. He has done so. 


2. The appropriate Government referred the 
following dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust in issuing 
the Administrative order No. 110|2J 
89-Secy[30 dated 5-1-90 wherein the 
workmen were directed to complusorily 
stay in the J.N.P.T. Township is legal 
and justified ? If, not to what relief the 
workmen arc entitled to ?"’ 

3. The Union filed its written statement of 
claim on 25-11-93. The management filed its 
written reply to the written statement of claim 
on 27-7-94. Both the sides have filed documen¬ 
tary evidence in support of respective pleas. 
Both of them have chosen not to lead any evid¬ 
ence as would be evident from ordersheet dated 
2011-95. 

4. At the outset, I may state that Jawaharlal 
Nehru Port Trust, for short J.N.P.T. is-a huge 
organisation employing about 1668 employees. It 
is situated in a remote area which was initially 
under developed with no infrastructure .Hous¬ 
ing and other facilities were not initially avail¬ 
able in the \icinity of the J.N.P.T. Hence emp¬ 
loyees had to stay outside at distant places like 
Mumbai Panvci, Thane etc. and had to commute 
daily travelling long distances, This, on one 
hand sapped their energy and on the other 
affected their efficiency, Hence, the J.N.P.T. by 
investing huge amounts constructed a township 
in the vicinity of the port. This was done as a 
welfare measure for the benefit of me employees. 
The employees were allotted suitable quarters 
to them and it is stated that about 1157 emp¬ 
loyees arc staying in the township. 

5. Tt is an admitted position before me that 
there are two sets of employees in J.N.P.T. One 
set consists of Those employees who joined the 
trust before construction of the township. Their 
terms of appointment did not stipulated a .condi¬ 
tion about their compulsory stay in .the township. 
The union has admitted this position in its written 
statement of claim para 5 sub-para (v). 

6. It appears that a term stipulating compul¬ 
sory stay in the township was inserted in the ap¬ 
pointment letters of those employees who joined 
the employment after construction of the town¬ 
ship. This position is also admitted by the union 
in the self same sub para of the written state¬ 
ment of claim. 1 may reproduce the said sub¬ 
para to make the situation abundantly clear. It 
reads : 

“That there is no term regarding compul¬ 
sory stay in the township in the ap¬ 
pointment letters issued to the work¬ 
man appointed prior to the year 1990. 
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The term has been subsequently inclu¬ 
ded in the leters of appointment issued 
to the workmen appointed after the 
year 1990, arbitrarily and unlawfully”. 

7. At this juncture, it would be profitable to 
extract the material portion of impugned circular 
dated 5lh January, 1990. 

‘ Employees have to compulsorily stay in 
Township. Manager Township has 
been requested to allot accommodation 
to all employees. The employees who 
have been allotted quarters must stay 
in the Township when they are not on 
authorised leave.” 

“The employees are sternly warned that 
fa'lure to observe the above rules will 
constitute misconduct which will entail 
disciplinary action.” 

8. Now, I he first contention is that this im¬ 
pugned position of the circular amounts to a 
charge in service condition, which could have 
been effected only after complying with the form¬ 
alities prescribed under Section 9A of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act. 

9. 3. N.P.T. in its reply has traversed this plea. 

10. Suffice it to say that the Section 9A of the 
I.D. Act would be applicable only when condi¬ 
tions of service applicable to any existing work¬ 
men are charged. It presupposes an existing 
workman and an existing condition. The expres¬ 
sion “without giving to the workman likely to 
be affected by such change a notice in the pres¬ 
cribed manner” used in sub-section (a) of Sec. 
9A of tiie l.D. Act, by necessary implication 
means this. 

11. Hence, the impugned circular would be 
violative of Section 9A of the I.D. Act qua such 
workmen only, who were appointed prior to 
issue of impugned circular and whose letters 
of appointment did not cany a stipulation 
regarding compulsory stay in the township. The 
same would n>ot be the position qua the workman 
whose letter of appointment specifically stipulates 
that they shall havte to stay compulsorily in the 
township. In respect of such workmen, there is no 
change in service condition because they have been 
appointed subject to such a stipulation. 

12. The word ‘charge’ presupposes an existing 
term, which has been altered and would not em¬ 
brace within its ambit a term subject to which ap¬ 
pointment itself is made. 

13. Hence, I held that impugned circular is in¬ 
valid and illegal qua those workmen whose condi¬ 
tion of appointment did not stipulate a compulsory 
stay in the township. However, the circular can not 
be faulted qua employees, whose conditions of ap¬ 
pointment stipulate a compulsory stay, in, the town¬ 
ship. 

1252 GI/96—15. 
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14. On behalf of the union, it has been con¬ 
tended that compulsory stay in the township can 
not f*i considered a term of employment. Why it 
could not be so considered has not been spelled 
out ? When, the appointment letter carries such 
a term, then it has to be construed a term of em¬ 
ployment. Hence, this contention is devoid of all 
merit and must be stated only for the take of rejec¬ 
tion. 

15. Another contention was that employees of 
other major Port Trusts were not subjected to such 
a term or stipulation. Suffice, it to say that each 
Major Port Trust is an independent entity and is 
an independent employer and can not be compel¬ 
led to lay down terms of service as laid down by 
other employers. 

16. Another contention was that model standing 
orders prescribed under the Industrial employment 
(Standing Orders) Act, 1946, which are appli¬ 
cable to the establishment of J. N. P. T. do not 
provide for such compulsory stav in the townsh ! p. 
Suffice, it to say that no such model standing 
orders have been placed on record to justify the 
contention and the contention has no legs upon. 

17. It was contended that the J. N. P. T. has 
adopted certain rules and regulations of Mumbai 
Port Trust including House Rent Allowance Rule. 
The said Rules do not compel an employee to stay 
in the Port Trust Quarters! township. The argu¬ 
ment ana in overlooks the fact that Mumbav Port 
Trust is an independent entity and J.N.P.T. has 
modified the relevant rules etc. it can not he fault¬ 
ed on this account. 

18. I-Ierc. I would pause and state that the 
union in the garb of the present claim has chal¬ 
lenged the legality of two circulars dated 2-11-89 
and 17-11-89. No industrial dispute was raised 
with regard to these circulars. The jurisdiction 
of this Tribunal is limited to adjudication of the 
dispute teferred to it and since no dispute has 
been referred qua these two circulars, I refrain 
from going isto the question of legality of the 
said two circulars. In my considered opinion, 
the union can not be permitted enlarge the scope 
of the reference bv raising the question of lega¬ 
lity or otherwise of the two said circulars. 

19. On behalf of the union, two judgments 
Hse been quoted—one passed by Central Gov¬ 
ernment Labour Court No. 2 on 29-6-92 and 
the other passed by the very Labour Court on 
7th July, 1994. The first judgment has no rele¬ 
vance to the questions raised before me. The 
second judgment pertains to a case where the 
appointment of the employee did not make it 
comnlusory for him to stay in a quarter allotted 
to him by the Port Trust. Para 14 of the said 
judgment makes this position clear. It may be 
stated that workman in that case was appointed 
on i 1-5-89. The learned Judge observes in 
para 14 of his judgment, 
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“On the perusal of the appointment order it 
reveals that there is no condition 
-directing the applicant to stay .in the 
Port Trust Residence.” 

,20. Thus, this was a case Of an employee who 
fell in -the category with regard to which'1 have 
held -tire impugned circular to be invalid. 

21. Learned Representative of the union 
referred-to me certain subsequent developments 
Vi z. Notice of. management -dated ,24-4-95 and 
annex lire annexed thereto and submitted that the 
J.N.P.T. has now withdrawn the condition re¬ 
grading compulsory stay in the township and has 
also-allowed benefit of House Rent Allowances 
to those, who are not staying in the querters al¬ 
lotted to them. It is submitted that in view of 
these developments, the dispute does not survive. 
In particular, reference has been made to resolu¬ 
tion‘"'No. 207 of '95 of J.NfP.T. arid the circular 
No. 2098 dated 08113-6-95 of J:N.P.T. In my 
opinion, these documents do not clinch the issue 
finally and arc liable to be considered prospec¬ 
tively, 

22. Learned representative for the manage¬ 
ment referred to the claim of the union that an 
employee, though not staying in a quarter al 
lotted to him, is still entitled to claim House 
Rent Allowance and submitted that such a claim 
could not be sustained in view of the apex Court 
Judgment in Director, Central Plantation Crops 
Research Institute 1994 II LL. 1032. He has, 
in particular referred to the following observa¬ 
tions of the Apex Court. 

“It. must be remembered in this connection 
that the Govt, or the organisation 
spends huge public funds for cons¬ 
tructing quarters for their employees 
both for the convenience of the mana¬ 
gement as well as of the employees. 
The investment thus made in construct¬ 
ing and maintaining the quarters will 
be a waste if they are to lie unoccu¬ 
pied. The House Rent Allowance is 
not a matter of right. It is in lieu of 
the accommodation not made avail¬ 
able to the employees. This being the 
case, it follows that Whenever the ac¬ 
comodation is offered the employees 
have either to accept it-or to forfeit 
the house rent allowance. The mana¬ 
gement can not be saddled with dou¬ 
ble > liability viz. to construct and main- 
■ tain the quarters as well as to pay the 
bouse rent allowance.” 

23. Learned representative for the union tried 
to distinguish the- case on tire ground, that it turned 
upon the wordings of the particular rule. T am 
afraid, tins -contention can not be -accepted 
because the Apex Court has -made the aforesaid 


observations on the basis of first principles 
which should govern grant of house rent adlow- 
ance. 

24. To sum up, I find that the impugned circu¬ 
lar L legal and justified so far as’those employees 
are concerned whose term of appointment stipu¬ 
lates a compulsory stay in the township. It is 
not legal and justified qua he emphiyees ,vhose 
terms of appointment did not stipulate a com¬ 
pulsory stay in the quarter allotted to the,nr in 
the township und their failure to stay in a quarter 
allotted to them in the town ship would not 
constitute a misconduct in as much as change 
qua them was not affected after following provi¬ 
sions of Section 9A of that Act. However, such 
employees, who have been allotted [offered a 
house in the township and ■ refused to do so 
would not lie entitled to claim House Rent Al¬ 
lowance on the principle enumeiated by the Apex 
Court in the realing cited above. 

25. I may make it clear that this shall mot affect 
the subequent situation brough about by J.N.P.T, 
by its-resolution No, 207 of 35 and circular No. 
2098, dated 08-6-95113-6-95 issued by tint 
I.N.P.T. In the circumstances of the case, the 
parties shall bear their own costs. Award is 
made accordingly. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 

df fe*ft, 16'hf, 1986 
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New Delhi, ; the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1675.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
irtddstrial D.'sputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government industrial Tribunal, No. 1, 
Bombay - as shown Jn the Annex-urchin the-industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bombay Dock Labour Board 1 , Bombay 
and their workmen, which - was received by the 
Central Government 'on the 14-5-1996. 

[No. L-31011111 |89-IR(Misc,)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri ‘Jt^tice R, S.' Vertna, ‘ Presiding Officer. 
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REFERENCE NO, CGJT-lj6 OF 1990 
PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Dock Labour. Board, Bombay. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES . 

Eor-thc Management : Shri P. Ramaswamy, Advocate. 
For-the Workman : Shri M. B. Auchan, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Ports & Docks STATE : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 9tb day of April, 1996 

AWARD 

Appropriate Government has referred thtc following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the Bombay Dock 
Labour Board, Bombay is justified in re¬ 
fusing to register 117 senior most work¬ 
men as GPMs ( Registered General Purpose 
Mnzdoors) with effect from 1-6-1983 when 
2103 General-Temporary workmen under 
various Stevedoves were registered as 
GPMs by the Bombay Dock Labour Board, 
If not. to what relief the workman con¬ 
cerned ;are entitled to ?” 

2. The National Dock Workers' Union. (INTUC). 
hereafter known as the Union, submitted the written 
statement of claim on 23-4-1990 inter aha pleading 
that various stevedoring forms and contractors, 
operation in Bombay Docks, employed in all about 
3000 casual and temporary workers. There was* no 
security of service in respect of these workmen, they 
beinv unorganised. In the year T981, the Transport and 
Dock Workers’ Un'on started an agitation for regulari¬ 
sing those workers. As a result the Government decided 
to register these workers with the Dock Labour 
Board! under Bombay.Dock .Workers’ (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme. 1956 as amended from time 
to thne. The Chief Administrative Officer of the 
Bombay Dock Labour Board was authorised to com¬ 
plete, the process of reg ; stcrmg these workers before 
1-4-1983. This process was' completed some time in 
June, 1983: 

3. The case of the .Union is that while submitting 
the names of workers for this purpose M[s Robinsons 
and Mis. R. Sharp and Sons (Pvt. Ltd.) did not sub¬ 
mit the names of 117 wokers and due to this Bombay 
Stevedoring Association did not submit their names 
to the Bombay Dock Labour Board and hence their 
names were not registered with the said Board. 

4. The Union espoused the cause of the said 117 
workmen with Labour Contractor-, Shri Palaniappun. 
for the sa ; d firms, Since both the firms aforesaid did 
not respond, the union took the matter in conciliation. 
Eventually a failure report was made and the ap¬ 
propriate Government referred - the dispute as 
aforesaid. 


5. The case of the un : on is that the said 117 wor¬ 
kers, whose case the union was espousing were 
workers of M's. R. Sharp and Sons P. Ltd. and Mfa, 
Robinsons since 1976. Both these stevedoring firms 
did not submit the name of the. 117 workers to 
Bombay Stevedoring Associat'on Ltd. and in turn the 
said Association did not send their names to the 
Bombay Dock Labour Board and hence their names 
could not be registered with the said Board and this 
had deprived the 117 workers of their livelihood. It 
was prayed that the said Board be directed to regis¬ 
ter the names of thb 117 workers w.e.f. f-6-1983. 

6 . The Bombay Dock Labour Board (for shift 
B.D.L..B. ) submitted its’ reply lo the written state¬ 
ment of claim inter alia pleading that the workmen 
in- question were not the employees of B.D.L.B, 
Hence, the dispute referred' to the Tribunal was not 
a dispute between the employer and the employees 
and for th‘s reason the reference was liable to be 
rejected. It was also pleaded that B.D.L.B. 1 was not 
an industry, the employers of the workmen in ques¬ 
tion w'ere not parties to the dispute, hence the re* 
ference was not maintainable. 

7. it took the stand that under the original 
scheme for registration. Dock Workers were regis¬ 
tered., as per ,classification mentioned in Rule 16. 
This classification did not include general purposes 
Mazdoors. However, th : s scheme was modified by 
the Government of India on 23-1-SI and 1 the 
a mender! classification did include General Purpose 
Mazdoor, But this did not . include the casual and 
temporary' general purpose mazdoor. 

8 . However, the B.D.L.B. in its meeting held on 
30-12-82 decided that temporary workers employer) 
by scvedors through-contractors, whose names are on 
mutually agreed lists and who have been issued photo 
identity cards b ylhe Bombay Stcvedors Association 
Ltd. should be included' in the scheme as General 
Purpose Mhzdoors (Ex,. T 1 ). A committee, was 
formed for the said purpose.. The: concerned. Steve¬ 
dore were directed to furnish lists (forms of casual 
workers working with them of through con¬ 
tracts. The. names of thet 117 workers were 1 
not included in the l : Sts submitted and 
hence they were not registered 1 . It prayed that re¬ 
ference be rejected. 

9. Both the parties have filed some documentary 
evidence but it appear^ that the union prayed time 
and again for opportunity to lead oral evidence. 
Eventually, an 22-2-96 Shri Anchan, Advocate for 
the union pleaded no instructions. Hence, the rnattei 
was heard cx-parte. It may be stated that affidavits 
of three witnesses viz. N. Maran, P. Murugcan and 
N. Palaniappati were filed by the union,” But, they 
were not produced for cross-examination inspite of 
opportunities. Hence, these affidavits can not be read 
in evidence and have to be rejected on this short 
ground. 

10. Learned counsel for the B.D.L.B. Shri P. 
Ramaswamy has submitted that on the showing of 
the union itself, 117 workmen, whose claim, the union 
was espousing, were not employees of the B.D.L.B. 
and hence the dispute raised was not on industrial 
disbute and on this short point tills reference deserves 
to be rejected. 
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11, I find that this contention is not without 
force and has to be considered in the corrcpt per¬ 
spective. Admittedly, the 117 workmen, whose cause 
the union is espousing, were at no point of 
time employees of the B. D. L. B. There never 
existed a relationship of master and servant between 
the B.D.L.B. and the said workman, who wero 
admittedely employees of the two firms viz. M|s. 
R. Sharp & Sons Ltd. and M's. Robinons. Both 
these employees are not parties to the present 
proceedings, hence, the present dispute is not an 
industrial dispute at all. 


12. Moreover, under the scheme as meddled 
only Dock Workers could be registers. For this 
purpose, the union was required to establish that 
the 117 workers were serving under the two steve¬ 
doring firms named above. Such a decision could 
not be recorded at the back of the said two firms 
and for this reason also the reference is incom¬ 
petent 


13. Even on, merits, the union has failed to 
make out any cash by leading auy cogent evid¬ 
ence. As already stated, affidavits fried by it can 
not be looked into as the deponents were not 
produced for cross-examination and as such the 
affidavits are not worth anything. 

14. TEe documentary evidence pla|oed on re¬ 

cord has not been proved at all and hence can 
be of no help to the union. 1 

15. Last but not the least, I find that the 

claim is a highly belated one. J am aware that 

there is no law of limitation for ‘Industrial Dis¬ 
putes’. However, stale claims do not deserve to 

be entertained. The union claims that 117 work¬ 
men be directed to be registered w.e.f. E6-1983. 
Claim was filed before this Tribunal on 23-4-90 

i.e. after about seven years. On this 1 count also, 
workmen are not entitled to any relief. 


16. I, therefore, reject the claim of the union 
and make an award accordingly. The same be 
got published as required by law. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
16 TV, 1996 
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New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1676.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Aqt, 1947 (T4 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Centra] Government Industrial Tribunal, No, 1, 
Bombay as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
d'spute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bombay Port Trust and fheir work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 14-5-1996. 

[No. L-31012[30|92-IR{Misc.)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTR \L GOVERNMP NT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R. S. Venna- Presiding Officer. 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT 1 ]51 OF 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Port Trust. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : Shri Nargolkar, Advocate. 
For the Workman : Shri S. R. Wagh, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Ports & Docks STATE : Maharashtra 
Mumbai, dated the ilth day of April, 1996 

AWARD 

Shri S. R. Wagh for union. 

Shri Nargolkor Advocate for management. 

Heard the learned counsel for the parries and 
perused the record. 

2. The workman in this case Shri G. G. Shelkar 
was in employment of the B.P.T. He had been allotted 
residential acconjodation by the management. 
He allowed a friend to share this accommodation 
without obtaining proper prior sanction. He was 
chargeshceted and a domestic enquiry was held 
agams't him-, the legality, propriety and fairness of 
which is not under challenge before me and is rather 
conceded that the same was quite legal, fair and 
proper, 

3. It appears that eventually a show cause notice 
(Ex. ‘D’ filed by management) was issued to him, 
which inter alia stated : 

“1, therefore, in cxeieisc of powers conferred on 
me under Regulations 8 and 10 lead with 
Sr. No. 5 of the Schedule of the BPT Em¬ 
ployees (CCA) Regulations, 1976, hereby 
propose to impose on Shri Dhondu Ganpat 
Shelar the penalty of dismissal from service 
it he fails to vacate the quarters within 3 
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months from the date of receipt of the 
notice. If he vacates the quaiier within the 
stipulated time, I prepuce to impose pen. Hy 
of reduction of his pay by two .''fuses with¬ 
out prejudice to his future increment.” 

4. It appears that the workman received this notice 
but did not reply to the same; nor did he vacate the 
quarter within the stipulated time. As a consequence, 
the major penalty of dismissal was passed upon him, 
However, it appears that he vacated the quarter on 
21st September, 1989. This led the competent 
authority to pass an order of dismissal upon the 
workman. He moved a mercy petition before higher 
authorities and eventually by order dated 4-7-9), his 
dismissal was. converted into an order of compulsory 
retirement. Aggrieved, an industrial dispute was 
raised which after due formalities was referred by the 
appropriate Government to this Tribunal lor 
adjudication. 

5. As already stated, the legality, fairness and 
propriety of the domestic enquiry has not been 
challenged. The only contention of Mr. Wagh is that 
the workman had been in long employment. Even the 
Disciplinary Authority proposed an alternative and 
minor punishment of stoppage of two increments il 
the workman vacated the quarter within stipulated 
time. However, to secure an alternative accomodation 
is a very difficult task; this led to delayed vacation of 
quarter resulting in a very severe punishment. The 
punishment is harsh and excessive and deserves to be 
modulated looking to the otherwise clean and 
blemishless record of the workman. 

6. Shri Nargolkar contents that tfvc conduct of the 
workman in not vacating the quarter as stipulated in 
the show cause notice was contumacious and defiant 
and hence the Tribunal should not interfere with the 
punishment. 
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The matter was mentioned by Surra Shri Nargolkar 
and S. R. Wagh and it was requested that it may be 
clarified ns to from which dare die order of stoppage 
of two increments in substitution of the order of 
compulsory retirement be effective. Obviously', the 
order of stoppage of two inciCmenta shall be effective 
bom the date the order for compulsory retirement 
was passed. However, in the circumstances of the 
case, the workman shall not be entitled to claim back 
wages from the date of compulsory retirement till date 
and shall be reinstated forthwith Clarification made 
and shall be a part of the award. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 

4T o srr o i q 7 7 . —efafif=t<nq , 19 4 7 

f 1947 4T 14 ) ^ arrr 17 % 3T^nT°r if, 

iT’-spp- ;r«rf % 5T«RTfi?r % A?? fario-rit 

3fiT spfoTTT E iffffi 3riTST'cT if fafatg aiTlfrf'PP 

faqrc if HT^r arterTfaqr 3fftT?tr?vr, rfo 1 5JT«r£ 

4.' qfr gfuiNff qrvrif &, sfr *pt 

1 4- 5- 9 (-■ T4 5bO'jptr 4 '1 I 

[ffwv ffiT- ;n 011 / 2 /» 4-w arn - (fa fatr) ] 
ft" rrrr 0 tfay, f*r MftfT^T^r 

New Delhi, the 16th May, I99(> 

S.O, 1677.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the 
Central Govemnent hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. ), 
Bombay as shown in the Anncxurc in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bombay Port Trust and their work¬ 
men, which was received hy the Central Government 
on the 14-5-96. 
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7. I have considered the rival contentions and con¬ 
sidered the circumstances of the case. To obtain an 
alternative accomodation in Bombay is a Herculean 
task. Merely, because the workman could not vacate 
the quarter in time, his conduct can not be branded 
as contumacious. Non-availability of housing accomo¬ 
dation must have contributed to the delay and I may 
take judical notice of this fact, which is well known 
to those who live in Bombay. 

8. Ofcourse, the workman acted very foolishly in 
not responding to show cause notice and in not 
making a request for extension of time. However, it 
would not be just and proper to impose the harsh 
penalty of compulsory retirement on an employee, who 
has otherwise clean record. 

9. I therefore, deem it proper to substitute the 
punishment of compulsory retirement by one of stop¬ 
page of two increments. Rest of the order of the 
Chairman shall stand as it is. Awed is made ac¬ 
cordingly, Parties to hear their own costs. Award he 
notified as per law. 


R. S. VERMA. Preriding Officer 


[No. L-310J lJ2l94-IR(Misc. )J 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 
e ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. J, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R, S. Verma, Presiding Officer, 

Reference No. CGIT-J|9 of 1995 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Port Trust. 

AND 

Their workmen. 


APPEARANCES : 


For the Management.—Shri M. B. Auchan, 

Advocate. 

For the Workman.-—No appearance. 


INDUSTRY ; Pons & Docks STATE 


Malmaslioa 


Mumbai, dated the 2nd day of April, 1996 
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AWARD 

Shri M. B. Auchan for the management, 

None present for the union inspite of sen ice of 
notice. 

The dispute referred to the Tribunal is whether the 
action of the management of Bombay Port Trust, in 
terminating the service of Shri Sudammd Dhondu 
Surve Mazdoor, Chief Mechanic tl Engineers Deptt. 
of B.P.T. w.e.f. 26-&H989 is legal and justified. If not. 
to what relief the workman is entitled. 

The union or the workman have not filed any 
written statement of cla'm-which may go to show that 
the action of the management in terminating the 
services of the workman is illegal, improper or invalid. 
Hence the claim is without substance and is rejected 
and exparte award is made accordingly. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
farsff, Ksrrf, 19 9 6 

at* arr* i rj 7 s. —afafTftw fArrc stfaf^n, 1947 
( 1947 YT 14) At tr.TT 17 % if, %raT4 

fiTfhr Tt£ A tftr'arba A Arts faifKTf Af 

Y'AapI % STWT A afiinfrPF 

f^TR A; %?lft4 ffTYTT af.AtfnA aiftffiW Ao 1 , urstf % 
At fi^nfsTrr yttt'v % At A ft a trpfnr At 
14-5-9 6 Air Ti'tt J3tr «rr 1 

[aAiTT mr- 31012/1 8/-9 2-4Tlt WT (ftft?)] 
At a pfio vfas, xrfaYFr 

New Dellii, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1678.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 1, 
Bombay as shown in the Annexure, in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bombay Port Trust and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the; 14-5-96. 

[No. L-31012 18 92-IR(Misc.)[ 
I) M. DAVID, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO; 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R. S; Verrna. Presiding. Officer. 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT122 OF 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Port Trust. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

appearances 

For the Management : Shri Nargulkar, Advocate 
For the Workmen : No appearance. 


INDUSTRY : Ports & Docks STATE :Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the tlth day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

Shri Nargolkar. Advocate for the management. 

None for the union even though Shri V. Narayanan 
appeared for union on L 8-10-95. 

The matter is to proceed exparte. 

The dispute referred to the Tribunal is : 

“Whether the action c f the management of 
Bombay Port Trust. Bombay is justified 
in terminating the services of Shri M. W 
Kcdar, an Office Attendant unilaterally 
w.e.f. 31st May 1984 and whether the 
management is justified in- appointing 
SSh. S. P; Jamasandekar and Patckar ? If 
not what reply the workman is entitled 
to ?” 

Admittedly, as per written statement of claim, the 
workman was appo'ntcd on 10 -5-84. He served 1st 
June, 1984 when hb services were abruptly termi¬ 
nated. Thus, he served for about 22 days in all. 

The case of the management is that the workman 
was appointed it a leave vacancy. On, cessation of the 
vacancy, his services were terminated. 

In my opinion, the termination could not be said 
to be bad. The workman had no indefeasible right to 
continue on the post to which he was appointed. 
Admi teldly. he had not put in continuous service for 
a, period of more than 240 day., periur to his termi¬ 
nation. 

Hence, I find no iner t in the claim. So far as ap¬ 
pointments of iamasandekar and Patekur are con¬ 
cerned, they are not parties 10 th/s I is. No orde-s 
can be passed on this score. 

To sum up, the claim of workman is without 
merit, termina ion of his service can not be said 
to be illegal or improper. He is not entitled to any 
relief. Award ts; made accordingly. The 1 same be 
notified and published in accordance with law. 

R. S, VERMA, Presiding Officer 
TffavAt, 16R#, 1996 

yt° an*K>79.—afaftfiw fairs'-arfafarnr,- 1947 
{ 1947 YT 14) Af STiTT 17 A-W if, JFYR 

140 (TcAroAro by fa-o A stsfetA^ % faAtk'At 

Atr -jaY sR'YFt A AVt, St ffiib'-n arWffnY 

fasTT? h, A'-Ata AWtftTY -tfftrY'FY 1 , vj*At A A'PF 
At STYTfSTCT YPjft Al ' %rsft4 rFYTT AT' 14-5-9 6 
Att41 r 4T pTT«Ti I 

[*rwr 31011/24/9 2-mi. (fa fa 4) ] 

ATotrtfo Ifaf, STfaYTU ■ 

New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1679.—In pursuance of Section 17' of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, J947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, 
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Bombay as shown in the Anjiexuiv. in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between, the employers jn relntion to the 
management of M s. A. B. r, &Sons Ltd. and their 
workmen, which received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 14-5-96. 

[No. L-3l0lJ!2<9MR(,Mi'C.n 
B, M, DAVID, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAT 
PRESENT : 

■Shri'Justice'R. S. Verma, 'Presidinj Officer. 
Reference No. CGtT-1114 of 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
•M|s. A.B. C. &Sons' Ltd, 


of such a seniority list was bad. It was also pleaded 
that if there was excess staff in, clearing and forwarding 
departments, it should have been absorbed in other 
department. Alternatively, it was pleaded that re¬ 
trenchment compensation paid to the employees was 
not correctly computed. On such pleas and others, 
it was prayed that all the 64 emplyees retrenched: by 
the company be directed to Ire reinstated with back 
wages, 

3. iThc company filed its reply to the written 
statement of claim on 21-12-93 and inter alia plea¬ 
ded that once closure of the forwarding and clearing 
department of the company was ,an admitted fact; this 
.Tribunal can: not go into the question of justifi¬ 
ability or otherwise of the closure. It was submitted 
that the issue appropriate Government was also not 
competent to refer the dispute of justifiability or 
otherwise of the closure to this Tribunal. Hence, the 
reference be rejected. 


AND 

Their workmen, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management ; Shri J. P.Carna and Ms. S.V. 

Kher, Advocates. 

For the Workmen : Shri S.. R. Wagh, Advocate, 
INDUSTRY : Port & Dqcks STATE : Maharashtra 
Mumbai, dated the 24th day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

The appropriate Government -has referred - the 
following industrial dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal : 

‘Whether the action of the Management of 
M|s : . ABC & Sons Ltd., Bombay resorting 
to closu'e of their Clearing and Forwarding 
Deptt. under Sec. 25-FF(A) of I. D. Act, 
(947 and retrenching 70.workers whose 
names have been given in the Annexure 
■are justified ? > If not to what relief the 
■workmen are entitled ?” 

2. Transport and Dock “Workers union, Bombay 
(hereinafter the union) espousing the cause of the 
workmen submitted its written claim of statement 
on 4“-8-93. -Shorn of unnecessary details, the case 
or ‘he union is that M|s. -Ardesir'B, Cursetjce and 
Sons (Private) Ltd., hereinafter the company, 
closed its clearing and forwarding - Department ami 
retrenched 64 employees working in the said de¬ 
partment w.e.f, 1-6-92. It is submitted that the 
closure and the retrenchment were effected! when 
conciliation proceedings wefe pending between the 
parties qua the preposed closure. 1 It was. pleaded that 
such a closure during pendency of concilation pro¬ 
ceedings was in violation of Section 33 of .the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act and hence was improper, un¬ 
justified and illegal. On the same ground, the 
legality of retrenchment of 64 employees was assailed. 
Besides, this, it was pleaded that services of 'he em¬ 
ployees of the company were transferable from one 
department to another and hence there could be only 
one. and- one -seniority bst for all-the employees but 
the company instead prepared a seniority .list for clear¬ 
ing and forwarding department and such a seniority 
bst was not a correct one. and retrenchment oh basis 


4. The proceedings dragged on for some time. 
Eventually on .23-2-1996, this Tribunal passed i the 
following order : 

“Ms. S. V. Kher for management. 

•Shri Wiajgh for- union. 

The agreed, position between the parties is that 
Supervisors, Assistant Supervisors, Clerks 
and'Peons constituted the workmen wlrcb 
had to go on account of closure of the 
clearing and forwarding department tif the 
company. 

’Hie case of the workmen isi-that employees 
in,.'all the aforesaid categories were trans¬ 
ferable from one department to another 
department of the company and as such 
there should have been a common integrated 
seniority list of Supc-visors ,-in .all sections, 

. likewise similar integrated seniority lists 
of Assistant Supervisors and Clerks 
and Peons. Shri >Wagh -submits that 
-with th's closure junior person); were 
retained..and seniors were given marchine 
orders. However, this position has not 
been properly adumbrated in the pleadings 
tBoth the r,parties may, therefore, file their 
respective affidavit within 25 days with 
oopies exchanged with each other' within 
the aforesaid 1 -period; in. case, any counters 
are required, may also be filed within next 
days of receipt cvf the copies and copies 
of counters be also exchanged! with each 
other. Matter to come up,on 8-4-1996 
for oral hearing in the light of the affida¬ 
vits and counters.’’ 

5. .The , case . could not be taken up on 8-4-96 
oecausfc the Presiding Ofljcer was on tour. The 
matter eventually came up before , me -on 18-4-96 
when learned counsel for the company prayed that 
the question of legality of reference and jurisdiction 
or the Tribunal to .go into, the question of legality 

issue^ " OSUrC may bC ticcided as a preliminary 


wem to ttie root .of..the 
mattei, I allowed -both the sides to .argue, this orell- 
minary point, which- was - purefy a question of jaw. 
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7. The basic question is that when closure of the 
t’oiwarding and clearing department of the company 
was an admitted fact, the justifiability or otherwise 
of the closure could have been referred to this 
Tribunal by the appropriate Government and this 
Tribunal could go into such a question on such a 
d’sputc being referred to it. 

8 . I have heard the learned counsel for both the 
s'des. Admittedly in this case, a closure of a depart¬ 
ment of the company is admitted on both the hands. 

The factum of closure is not in dispute. The genuin- 
ness and bona fides of the closure are not in dispute. 
When it is so, can the appropriate Government 
refer the d'sputc regarding justifiabilityjlcgality of the 
closure and can this Tribunal hear such a dispute. 

Tire question is no longer res integra and; has 
been settled in AIR 1963 Supreme Court 569- 
Management of Express Newspapers (PI Ltd. and 
1983 (I) LI.J 232 Pottery Mazdoor Panehayat. 

9. In express newspapers (supra) the apex Court 
laid; down the law a ft follows ; 

“If the action taken by the appellant is not a 
lookout but is a closure bona fide and 
genuine, the dispute which the respondents 
may raise in respect of such a closure is 
not an industrial dispute at all on the 
other hand, if in fact and substance, it is 
a lockout but the said action has adopted 
the disguise of a closure, and a dispute is 1 
raised in respect of such an action, it would 
be industrial dispute which industrial 
adjudicator is competent to deal with.” 

Tt further observed : 

“If tlie Industrial Tribunal proceeds to assume 
jurisdiction over a non industrial dis¬ 
pute, that can be. successfully challenged 
before the High Court by a petition for 
appropriate Writ and the power of the 
High Court to issue an appropriate Writ 
in that behalf can not be questioned.” 

10. In Pottery Mazdoor Panehayat, this precedent 
was considered and followed and it was observed : 

“We arc, therefore, of tho view that the High 
Court was fight in doming to the con¬ 
clusion that, the two Tribunals had no 
jurisdiction to go behind the references 
and inquire into the question whether the 
closure of business, which was in fact 
effected was decided upon for reasons 
which were proper and justifiable. The 
proprety of or jufififiable for the closure of 
a business in fact and truly effected can 
not raise an industrial dispute as con¬ 
templated by the Central and Sales Acts.” 

11 . In the preseit case, there is no allega'ion 
that closure had not been effected in a genuine or 
bona fide manner. There is not even faintest .sug¬ 
gestion that closure had not been effected or it was 
a cloak or an action in disguise. Rather, the aver¬ 
ment was that the closure was illegal because it had 
been effected qluring the pendency of the concilla- 
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lion piocec'd rqyL ] am of the view that such a dis¬ 
pute was not at ail an industrial dispute and the 
reference in this regard by the appropriate Govern¬ 
ment is bad. Not only this, the dispute not being 
an industrial dispute, could not have been referred 
at all nor could be adjudicated upon by this Tri¬ 
bunal. 

12. Tt may Ice slated lhat the retrenchment of 64 
employees as a consequence of the said closure has 
been challenged but it is extremely doubtful if this 
part of the reference can be served from the main 
reference and can be adjudicated upon. Learned 
counsel for the un’on could not show any law which 
may warrant adoption of such a counsel by this Tri¬ 
bunal. To my mind reference has 1 to go in its enti¬ 
rety, lock, stock and barrel. There is no jurisdit> 
tion in the Tribunal to adjudicate upon a part of the 
reference, while rejecting its bas ; c plank. 

1:3. Hence, I am of the him view lhat the present 
reference is incompetent and deserves to be rejected. 
It is so rejected hereby. In the circumstances of the 
case, parries are left to bear their own costs. The 
order be notified and published as per law. 

R. S. VERJVIA, Presiding Officer, 
nffVvft, jfiirf, 1996 

TToSTTs . 1680 sfrafjfirT faqpT xferfaTT, 19 47 
( 1947 TT 14) ^ tnn 17 T SpfPTT T f #T4 
TtTTt qVff TLpff T 

fofRTt sfjr gepp T-ffTTfi T 3fK SWafST R fbfgTt 
aftalfTT faqre if, Tuftq TDDv afWtfiRT XfUTT'JT, 
rf 0 % q'spp; pf unfam TLft %, uft 

Tt 14-5-96 TT 50 TT §TT «TT I 

[ TWT tpE- 31017/20/91 -TTf TT (farfwg-) ] 
TT 'UTifo f fhT, TTT TRmvf 

New Delhi, the 16th May, 1996 

S.O. 1680.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. I, 
Bombay as shown in the Anncxnre, in the industrial 
dispute- between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Sanghvi Shipwright and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 14-5-1996. 

[No. L-31012/20/9 MR (Mist.)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice R. S. Verma, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-113 of 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
M/s. Sanghvi Shipwright, Vasco-da-Gama, 
Gna. 

and 



_ [<mr :m i i)] _ ^pr, 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : Shri N. C. Bose. 

For the Workman : Shri P. Goankar General 
Secretary, 

INDUSTRY : Shipping. STATE : Goa. 

Camp : Goa. 

Goa. dated the 15th ady of April, 1996 


7 7!T'T7 ‘ jR S. 1 99fi/j^R j g. ly jg 


Na.v Delhi, hie i7th May, 1996 

S.O. I 681 .—Irt pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the 
central Government hereby publishes the'awatd 
" Central Government Industrial Tribumu, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the indu¬ 
strial dispute between the employers in relation i > 
die management of Oriental Bank of Commerce 
and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 14-5-96. 


AWARD 

Shri P, Goankar General Secretary of the union 
viz. Gorriantak Mozdoor Sangh. He admits that 
settlement dated 24-4-1995 has been entered into 
between the union espousing the cause of workmen 
arid the management. He verifies h ; s own signature 
marked A to B on the two sheets of the settlement. 
He also verifies the signatures of the concerned work- 
matt on 2nd sheet of the settlement viz. C to D of 
Shankar Salgaonkur C-l to D-l Santosh Kadam, 
C-2 to D-2 Reg'onaJ Godinho, C-3 to D-3 Gopal 
K-Cfkaf and C-4 to D-4 Shyam Naik. He also 
identifies signatures of the Manager Shri N. C. Bose, 
marked today as E to F He also identifies signa¬ 
tures of witness Shri A. Machado marked 1 G. H. He 
admits that stttlement has been duly arrived at bet¬ 
ween the parties. 

Ho further states that in pursuance of the said 
settlement, each one of the workmen above named, 
have received the amount of compensation paid to 
them as per statement of payment dated 25-7-1995. 
The statement has been marked today at Ex. *A’ 
and the statement of payment marked Ex. ‘B\ He 
also verifies signatures A. B. on Ex. C. as that of 
Shekar Salgaonkar, A. B. on Ex. D. as that of 
Santosh Kadam, A. B. on Ex, E, as 1 of Regional 
Godinba, A. B. on Ex. F, as that of Gopal Kerkar 
and A. B. on Ex. G. as those of Shyam Naik. He 
states that the settlement arrived at between the par¬ 
ties settles the claim of the workman once for all and 
no dispute now survives. 

Shri N. C. Bose for the management. He verifies 
the settlement and states that payments have been 
made as agreed to by the parties. The dispute is 
settled in terms of agreement, which shall be a part 
of this order. Award is made accordingly. 


[No. L-1201I|17|91-IR(B*II)] 
B. M, DAVID, Desk Officet 
ANNEXURE 


Txf. TC UANPATI SHARMA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NEW DELHI 


I.D. No. 79>9I 

In the matter of dispute between : 

1. Shri Rameshwar Prasad 

2. Shri Jaipal Singh 

3. ' Shri Raju Gomes 

4. Shri Gobar Singh 

5. Shri Hari Singh 

6. Shri Shakti Singh 

7. Shri Ranber Singh 

8. Shri Gopal Singh 

9. Shri Arjun Singh Rana 

10. Shri Pana Lai 

11. Shri Dumi Chatid 

12. Shri Balwant Siimh 

13. Shri Liladhar 

14. Shri Arjun Singh Bisht 

15. Shri Natulan Singh 

16. Shri Harbak Singh 

17. Shri Thaneshwar Sharma 

18. Shri Jai Singh 

19. Shri Bhim Singh 

20. Shri Tej Singh 

21. Shri Chama Singh 

Versus 

Oriental Bank of Commerce, 

Harsh Bhawan, E-Block, Connaught Place 

\ Tlrtl L 1 ■*“ ' 


R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer. APPEARANCES : 


i 7 *rf, 199 a 

^rrosrro igsi . — 3 fV«frf»r^r fasre srfaffair, 1947 
(1947 tt 14 ) xft tgyrr 17 % if, nr^rr 
snfnreT xT ntr; % rrsEtRnr t Frtff-pt 

aftr rxT xrxxrrn Ttx, srst'et ir fafcrs: afteftrirT 

fxxrx if Jpfrfftr uttp: •xivrifirx' fvrft 

T 'Fan? X?T tpprffrRT ^TTcff T, 3ft %r£Fr nYXTT Tt 

14-5-9 a *yf *'$1 m 1 

[rpm UTf- 12 01 l/t 7/9 i-UTl o Jjp.o (ifi o 2 ) ] 
XfortRo i'fx?, fpP tTfUEPri 


Mrs. Kitty Kumar Mangalam for the work¬ 
man. 

Shri Jagat Arora for the Management. 


r 7 ht Cei ? tral Govet 'nment in the Ministry of 
Labour vde its Order No. L-1201 j I 17 I 91 irir 
U dyed 21-6-1991 has referred 
industrial dispute to this tribunal for adjudication' 

"Whether the action of the management of 
Oriental Bank of Commerce by not regu¬ 
larising Shri Rameshwar Prasad and 20 
others (m the Annexure) as drivers 
though performing the duties of driver 
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since their deployment in the bank is 
justified ? It' not to what relief is the 
workman entitled ?” 

2. In the statement of claim, it has been alleg¬ 
ed that the workmen in dispute, have been in the 
employment of the bank as per details specified in 
Annexure-A with the statement of claim. It has 
been averred that they were employed by the Bank 
and giden the job of driving the ear of the Bank. 
They also have identify cards of the Bank desig¬ 
nating them as drivers. The Bank on employing 
them allotted them the job of driving the car of 
some senior officials of the Bank. It is further alleg¬ 
ed that the bank decided as to which driver would 
drive which officials car. The petrol, repair and 
complete maintenance of the car is looked after 
by the bank. It has been further alleged that the 
system of operation in the bank is that after the 
Bank employed these workmen h placed the work¬ 
men with one of its respective officials whom these 
workmen seeded from morning to night. The mode 
of payment to these workmen was that the Bank 
did not pay to them directly, but gave separate 
cheques of the workman salary 1o the concerned 
officials, who signed at the reserve of such cheques 
and thereafter handed it over to the concerned 
workmen driving his car for encashment. In this 
manner, the Bank created a veil and facade and 
thus hide the true relationship between the work¬ 
men and the Bank. Tt has been further alleged that 
after minimum of 4 years service in the said 
fashion the Bank appointed these workmen as 
Peon-cura-Driver on probation for six months and 
on completion of this period the workman were 
confirmed in the said post and received salary 
directly from the Bank. 

3. Thus, the case of the workmen is that prior 
to their appointment in 1986 as Peon-cum-Driver, 
these were in the employment of the Bank and as 
such are entitled to regularisation of their services 
from the date of their initial appointment mention¬ 
ed in Annexure-A to their claim statement. The 
management, however denied the claim of the 
workmen on the plea that there was no relation¬ 
ship of master and servant between the Bank and 
the claiments prior to J986, i.e.. the respective 
dates of appointment of claiments as Peon in the 
Bank in 1986. 

4. Tt has been averred by the management that 
the claiments were appointed as Peons as per ap¬ 
pointment letters issued to them. Prior to appoint¬ 
ing tiie cla’ments as Peon, there never existed em¬ 
ployer and employee relationship between the clai¬ 
ments and the Bank. Prior to the dates of appoint¬ 
ments of the claiments, they were not in the em¬ 
ployment of the Bank and the Bank did not exer¬ 
cise the power of control and supervision over the 
claiments. Thev were personal drivers of the execu¬ 
tives of the Bank and were controlled and direct¬ 
ed and also paid salary by the executives of the 
Bank. The executives of the Bank were only cn- 


1996/JYAISTHA 18, 1918 [Pari II—She. 3ni)] 


titled to an allowance as prescribed for employing 
the r drivers, as per circular dated 7-3-1977, which 
provides for reimbursement of salary of car drivers 
lo the executives. Under this circular, the execu¬ 
tive, who has engaged driver to drive vehicle would 
be entitled to rate of amount prescribed. 

5. The management has filed 44 documents, as 
per rheir list of documents dated 15-2-1992 and 
have examined Shri R. S. Deswal as MW1. While 
on behalf of the workmen, Shri Rameshwar Prasad 
has been examined as MW1. 

6. I have heard representative for the parties 
and have gone through the record. 

7. Out of the pleadings of the parties, as stat¬ 
ed aoove. the basic question arises as to whether 
tbe'r existed any relationship of employer and em¬ 
ployee between the claiments and the defendant 
bank prior to the date of claiments’ appointment 
in the Bank in 1986. 

8 . 1 have thoroughly gone through the docu¬ 
ments filed by the management, amongst them 
there is a circular letter dated 7-3-1977 under 
which an executive is entitled to be reimbursed of 
the salary of the driver up to 300 per month, en¬ 
gaged by him for official purposes and for services 
in his personal employment. The management has 
placed reliance on the case of Punjab National 
Bank Vs. Ghulam Dastgir, reported in 1978 (36) 
FIR, Page 198. 

9. After having gone through the evidence on 
record, both documentaiy and oral led by the par¬ 
ties, it is undisputably clear that the claiments prior 
to their appointment as Peons in the Bank, were 
serving as personal drivers of the executives by 
whom they were engaged and their salary' was be¬ 
ing paid, not by the Bank, but by the executive 
who engaged them. It is also evidently clear that 
there was no supervision and control of the Bank 
over the claiments as they were under the abso¬ 
lute control and supervision of the executives, who 
had engaged them. There is nothing on record to 
show that prior to the date of their appointment in 
the Bank in 1986 as Peon, they were appointed 
by the Bank. 

10. On the basis of evidence on record before 
me, I find that the executives of Scale-TV and 
above were provided car as perquisite and the clai¬ 
ments were the personal drivers of the respective 
executives and were not employees of the Bank. 
The case law, as referred to here-in-above, fully 
applies in the present case. In the said case, it has 
heal held that it is not unusual for public sector 
industry or a nationalised banking institution to 
give allowances to its’ high level officers, leaving 
it to them to engage the services of drivers or others 
for fulfilling the needs for which allowances are 
meant. 

11. Therefore, it is held that prior to their ap¬ 
pointment as Peon in 1986, the claimants were 
personal drivers of the respective executives of the 
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Bank and were not employees ol the Bank, as a 
result of which the claimcnts arc Jiot entitled to re¬ 
gular isat'on of their services prior to the dates of 
their appointment in the Bank as Peon in 1980. 
Parties shall, however, bear their own costs. 

12. The Award is given accordingly. 

GANPAT1 SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
9th April. 1990. 
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New Delhi, the 17th May. 1996 

S.O, 1682.—In pursuance c Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby publishes the 
award of the Central Government industrial Tri¬ 
bunal, I MUMBAI as shown in the Annexurc in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employeis in 
relation to the management of CENTRAL BANK 
OF INDIA and their workmen, which was recei¬ 
ved by the Central Government on 14-5-1996. 

TNo. L-l2025 92|IR-(B-I1)J 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, MUMBAI 

PRESENT . 

Shri Justice R. S. Verma, 

Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-1|11 OF 1993 
P ARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Central Bank of India. Bombay. 

AND 

Their workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For tlie Management : Shri Ramaswamy, Advocate 
For the Workman : Shri Nargolkar, Advocate 

INDUSTRY : Banking STATE ; Maharashtra 
-Mumbai dated the ISili day of April. 1900 


AWARD 

This caue lias a chequered history, it appears 
that on 9th and 10th June, 1991 heavy rains took 
place in Bombay. It is alleged that this resulted 
in disruption of traffic and many employees of 
Central Bank of India located at Bombay could 
not reach their office. The ■ union of the said 
Bank's employees, espousing the cause of such 
employees proposed that lor absence on the said 
dates, the management may grant special leave to 
its employees, who could not so attend their offi¬ 
ces. The Bank declined to accede to this request 
relying upon its earlier circular dated 3rd March, 

198 H,” wherein pursuance of guide hues issued by 
Indian Banks' Association, a decision interalia had 
been taken as follows : 

“B. Absence ol Bank Employees due to natu¬ 
ral calamities or civil commotion or any 
other cause beyond the control of the 
Bank. 

If the closure of the Bank is necessitated 
lor reasons of natural calamities as fire, 
lain, deluge or civil disturbances such 
as riots or any other cause beyond the 
Central Bank of India, only appropriate 
leave including casual leave, but not 
special leave should be given to bam. 
employees in terms of paragraph 511 of 
the Sastry Award.’" 

2 . It would be interesting to note that special 
leave aplieations were submited by such employees 
in format E\. F annexed to the written statement of 
claim but the management by its letter dated 14th 
August 1991 declined to grant special leave, 

3. It appears that the union espousing the case 
of the Bank employees in question hied a Writ 
Petition in the matter vix. No. 242 of 1991 in the 
High Court of Bombay which was rejected by a 
learned single Judge of the High Court. But. in 
appeal the parties agreed that the dispute be 
got referred for adjudication. The apepal pending 
before D.B. of the High Court was disposed of 
accordingly and the Government of India in the 
Labour Department made the following reference : 

“Whether the demand of the Central Bank 
Employees Union, Bombay that the 
employee of the Central Bank of India 
employed in Bombay, who could not 
attend their duties on account of heavy 
rains and consequent total disruption of 
transport system in Bombay on June 10, 
1991, should have been granted special 
leave for the said day, is justified ? If so, 
to what relief arc the concerned em¬ 
ployees entitled ?” 

4. 3 he union has filed its detailed written state¬ 
ment of claiming justifying its demands. The 
management lias comesied iffi- inffii by filmtr a 
written reply. Both the sides have filed some 
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documentary evidence but have chosen not to lead 
any oral evidence. 

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the 
parties in great details and have perused the plead- 
mgs and the documents filed before me. 

6. At the outset, I may state that a similar dis¬ 
pute was raised by the employees of this very Bank 
in respect of refusal to grant special leave for 17th, 
25th and 26th June, 1985 and the dispute was 
subject matter of Reference No. CG1T-1|24 of 
1990. Therein, 1 have after going through the 
entire material taken a categorical view that the 
demand of the employees for grant of special leave 
was not justified and proper. An award has been 
made only few days back viz. on 4th April, 1996. 

7. Now, in tlic present case, I do not find any 
regulation, circular, award or settlement binding 
on the parties which may confer a right on the 
Bank employees to demand special leave for the 
days they remained absent due to disruption of 
traffic due to heavy rains. The Sastry Award al¬ 
ready makes provisions for grant of casual leave 
for its employees, which they can always avail of, 
'f exigencies so require. Right to grant of special 
leave does not How from any regulation or bind¬ 
ing settlement or award between the parties. 

8. A plea was taken that refusal to grant spe¬ 
cial leave amounted to a change in terms and con¬ 
ditions of service. The argument has to be noticed 
only for the sake of rejection. A change takes 
place when an existing condition is altered. It is 
not so in the present case. Hence, this contention 
is devoid of merit and is rejected. 

9. Much reliance was placed by the union on 
an order of Maharashtra Government dated 20th 
June, 1991 whereby it declared special leave for 
J 0th June, 1991. Likewise, reliance was placed by 
the union on the order of the Food Corporation of 
India dated 29-1 f-90 in respect of special leave 
made admissible for 24-9-1990 and 24-10-1990. 
So far as 24-9-1990 is concerned, it was said that 
this was due to disruption of suburban trains due 
to heavy rains. 

10. In my opinion, reliance upon these two 
orders is quite misplaced. Each employer has a 
right to choose and decide in which particulars 
exigencies, w'hich kind of leave shall be made ad¬ 
missible to its employees. How a particular indus¬ 
try has dealt with the situation in a particular re¬ 
gion is more relevant and germane for deciding a 
dispute like this. I may take judicial notice of the 
fact that a large number of Banks exist in Mumbai. 
The union has not cared and dared to place before 
the Tribunal material to show how different Banks 
in Mumbai dealt with this situation. In absence of 
such materail advanced by the union, union can. 
not contend that the management be directed to 
act in the manner in which the Maharashtra Gov¬ 
ernment or the Food Corporation of India dealt 
with the situation. 
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11. The management has placed before the Tri¬ 
bunal copy of letter dated October 17, 1995 issu¬ 
ed by the Indian Banks Association, a general and 
apex body ol Banking Institutions of the country, 
having a large membership which shows that no 
other hank lel’erred the question of grant of spe¬ 
ck,1 leave to employees of Banks for 10th June, 
1991. Then, 1 have before me a letter of Bank of 
India dated 24-11-1995 stating that this Bank did 
not grant any special leave to its employees for 
10th June, 1991. The same is the tenor of the let¬ 
ter of Punjab National Bank dated 25-11-1995. 
'Fhus it is abandently clear that the Banking In¬ 
dustry itself did not deem it proper to grant spe¬ 
cial leave to its employees who cuuld not attend 
the var ans banks due to disruption of transport be¬ 
cause of heavy rains on 21-6-1991. The relevant 
Indian Banks Association guidelines applicable to 
tiie contingency in hand has already been repro¬ 
duced above and does not help the union. 

12. I may here state that the regulation of leave 
is a managerial function and this Tribunal can not 
interfere with this function unless it is in contra¬ 
vention of any law or is contrary to any binding 
settlement, award or regulation. It has not been 
shown that in the present case, the management 
contravened any law' or acted contrary to provi¬ 
sions ol any binding settlement, award, regulation 
or rule of law. 

13. 1 may state that I had an occasion to deal 
with a shnilar matter in Reference No. CG1T-1] 
24 of 1990 disposed off by me on 4th April, 1996, 
wiie,rein I have taken this very view. I find no 
good, cogent or justifiable reason to take a diffe¬ 
rent view. I therefore^ find that the claim of the 
union is not justified and it is not entitled to any 
relief. Award is made accordingly. 

[No. L-12011 |37|86-D-!I-A|1R(B-II) [ 
R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17th May, 1996 

S.O. 1683.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 114 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 

Mumbai us shown in the Annexure in the Indus¬ 
trial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
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tht; management of Central Bank of India and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 14*5-1996. 

(L-1201 1 1 37 1 86 D1IVIR(B-IU > 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BET ORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI. 

PRESENT : 


employees of the Central Bank of India, Chandra 
Muffin, Nariman Point, Bombay, who could not 
attend to their duties on 17th, 25th and 26th June, 
I9S5. Hence, m spite of the averment that the writ¬ 
ten Tateinent of claim was being filed on behalf 
O, all the employees of Central Bank of India at 
b. inbay, who could not attend to their duties on 
tut’ said dates, Lhe Tribunal confines the award to 
the employees oi C entral Bank of India, Chan¬ 
dra Muffin, Nariman Point, Bombay who could 
not attend to their duties on the said dates. 


Shri Justice R. S. Voima, 

Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-1 24 of 1990 
PARLIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Central Bank of India 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

Tor the Management : Shri ReL\ Advocate. 

Lor the Workman : Shri Dharap, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Banking STATE : Maharashtra 
Mumbai, dated the 4th day oi April, 1996. 
AWARD 

Heard both the sides extensively and perused 
the pleadings and the record. 

The appropriate Government by its order dated 
21-3-90 referred the following dispute to this Tri¬ 
bunal for adjudication :— 

“Whether the demand of Central Bank Wor¬ 
kers Organisation, Bombay that those 
employees of the Central Bank of India, 
Chancier Mukhi, Nariman Point, Bom¬ 
bay who could not attend to their duties 
on 17th, 25th and 26th June, 1985 on 
account of heavy rams and consequent 
total disruption of transport system in 
Bombay should be granted special leave 
for those days is justified? If so, to what 
relief are the concerned workman en¬ 
titled ?” 

2. The union filed its written statement erf claim 
on 27-6-912 wherein its inter alia averred that re¬ 
ference to employees of the Central Bank of India, 
Chandra Mukhi, Bombay in the order of reference 
was not correct and the organisation was approa- 
effing the appropriate Government fur appropriate 
rectification. Tt appears that no such steps for recti¬ 
fication of the above quoted schedule have been 
taken: at least the Tribunal is not aware of any 
such rectification. Learned Counsel for the. parties 
have also argued the matter, as coined -to those 


3. Here, 1 would pause and state that the union 
has not cared to state as to how many employees 
could not attend to their dubes in the said dates 
even at Chandra Mukhi, Nariman Point, Bombay. 
However, much does not there upon this factor, 
hence no more of this. 

4. Now, the case of the union is that heavy 
rains took place in Bombay oil 17th, 25th and 
2(>lh June. 1985 and there was a total disruption 
of the transport system on the said dates: hence 
Die employees could not attend to their duties on 
the said dates. A demand was made for grant of 
spec 'al leave with regard to the employees who 
would not attend to their duties on the said dates 
for reasons aforesaid but the management declin¬ 
ed to eccede to this request. The matter was taken 
up in conciliation but to no effect. The appropri¬ 
ate Government refused to make a reference with 
regard to the dispute, whereupon the organisation 
filed Writ Petition No. 799 of 87 in the High 
Couit of Bombay. The High Court vide its judg¬ 
ment dated 5-1-88 directed the appropriate Gov¬ 
ernment to refer the dispute for adjudication, 
where upon the present reference was made. 

5. The case of the union is that the Maharashtra 
Government had allowed special leave to its em¬ 
ployees who could not attend to their offices on 
the said dates due to heavy rains and total disrup¬ 
tion of transport. Reliance was placed on a circu¬ 
lar of the Maharashtra Government issued in this 
regard on 5th August, 1985. 

6. Likewise reliance was placed on a circular 
of Synd cate Bank, Bombay Zonal Office dated 
!5th January by which the said Bank allowed spe¬ 
wed casual leave to its employees, who could not 
attend to their duties on the dates under reference 
due to heavy rains and disruptions of transport. 

7. Reliance was also placed on a circular dated 
4th March, 1985 issued by Indian Banks Associa¬ 
tion. 

8. Some other pleas were also taken but not 
prerred at the time of arguments. Tt was prayed 
that the Tribunal may held the demand of the or¬ 
ganisation justified. 

9. The management has opposed the claim. It 
has challenged the assertion of the union that there 
was a complete disruption of transport on the dates 
in que-ttirn due to heavy rains. If is submitted that 
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the union represents only a microscopic minority 
of the total employees of the Central Bank of 
India. In Bombay, it had a membership of 39 out 
of 3796 employees. There were other unions of the 
employees of the, Central Bank of Bombay. No 
other un'on had raised such a demand. A very 
laige number of employees had attended to their 
duties on the said dates. It was asserted that Bom¬ 
bay oftiee and other establishments of the Bank 
were open on the dates under relercnee. 

10. It was pleaded that circular of the Mahara¬ 
shtra Government had no relevance. Of vision 
taken by the Syndicate Bank was not binding on 
the Central Bank of India Circular dated 4th 
March* 85 issued by the Indian Bank Association 
had no relevance. A specilic decision was taken 
by the said Association on this very specific issue 
as would be evident by Ex. "B’ dated 17th July, 
1985. 

11. It was pleaded that the demand of the union 
was not justified and deserved to be ’ejected. 

12. During the course of arguments, the union 
relied upon the provisions of the Shaslry Award, 
Ikes a Award and Bipartite Settlement dated 19th 
October, 1966. It also relied upon ihc circulars 
of Maharashtra Government and those issued by 
the Indian Banks Association and the Syndicate 
Bank. Management has urged that since Bi-partite 
Settlement of 1966 was applicable, . eferencc to 
Sastry Awards and Desai Awards was not of much 
consequence. It is urged that grant of special 
leave is not a right of an employee and it is in the 
discretion of the management and the management 
has exercised the discretion properly. 

13. I have considered the rival contentions and 
have perused the material available on record. I 
have also gone through the relevant provisions of 
Sluistry Award, Desai Award and the Bipartite 
Settlements. 

14. It appears to be true that heavy rains did 
take place in Bombay in the three dates mentioned 
in die reference viz. 17th, 25th atid 26th June, 
1985. However, it has not been established satis¬ 
factorily that there was total disruption of the 
transport system. The xerox copies of various 
attendance registers of the dates in question go to 
show that office of Central Bank, India in Bombay 
were attended to by and large number of employ¬ 
ees. Assuming, but not holding that there was a 
total disruption of transport system, can it be said 
that the employees were entitled to claim special 
leave on this account ? To my mind, the circular 
of Maharashtra Government ip this regard, is not 
of uny help. Each individual employer has a right 
to take its own decision as to under what circum¬ 
stances, special leave would be granted to its em¬ 
ployee;. Tlur, is equally true of ilk- circular issued 
by the Syndicate Bauk, 
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1 5. Now, I may refer to March 4 (,1985* circu¬ 
lar of the Indian Banks Association suffice it to 
say that the circular was issued to cover contin¬ 
gencies of a different type altogether and is not 
attracted to a situation hke the present one. Indian 
Banks’ Association in its letter dated 17th July 
l%5 itself opined that there was no case for grant 
of special leave for absence of employees on 17th, 
25th and 26lh June. Certain other Banks also did 
not consider it a fit case to grant special leave, 
fetter of Central Bank of India dated 28-10-1995, 
of Punjab National Bank dated 31-10-1995, letter 
of Union Bank of India dated 28th October, 1995 
'’how that these Banks did not deem it proper to 
grant spec’ul leave to their respective employees, 
who did not attend offices due to heavy rains in 
the three dates undue reference. The Premier 
Bank of the country viz. the Stale Bank of India 
also acted likewise and did not grant special casual 
leave to its employees for the said dates. 

15. I have carefully gone through the relevant 
nr .visions of Shastry Award, Desai Award and 
Bipartite Settlement of 1966 and 1 do not find any 
specific provision which may entitle the employees 
of grant of any special leave, as of right. Shri 
Dharap did concede very frankly that there was 
no direct provision to govern the situation and 
urged that when Maharashtra Government and at 
least one Bank considered proper to grant special 
leave for the dates under reference, the demand of 
ihc union can not be said to be unfair. 

17. I have considered this asptet of the case. 
Each individual employer is entitled to deal with 
its employees in matter of grant of special leave 
accordng to its own policies. If in the present 
case, the management did not consider it proper 
to grant special leave for the three dutes-question, 
il can not be faulted. 

18. I. therefore, find no merit in the claim and 
reject the same. Award is made accordingly. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17th May, 1996 

S.O, 1684.— -In pursuance, of Section 17 of Ihe 
EidUbtiial Di-pnlCf. Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award 
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of Jiic Genii,d Giuernment Indu/irud Tribunal 
Bombay No. X as shown in the Aimexure in the 
industiial dispute between the employers in rela¬ 
tion to the management of Bharat Petroleum Cor- 
pn. Ltd., and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 15-5-96. 

[No. L-3001110 92-JR(Misei!lRCII 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Khrj Justice R. S. Venna, Presiding OlFicer 
Reference No. CGIT-176 of 1992 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bharat Petroleum Compn. Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : S|Shri Rele and Pota, 
Advocates 

For the Workman : Shri Devclas, Advocate 
INDUSTRY : Petroleum STATE : Maharashtra 
Mumbai, dated the 24th day of April, 1996 
AWARD 

1. Workmen before me, represented through 
then union Pttroleum Employees Union, Tel Rasa- 
yan Bhawan, Tilak Road, Dadar, Bombay are 
employees of Bharat Petroleum Ltd. Bombay, for 
short company and fall in the category of Retail 
Outlet Fitters or Technicians Retail, as they are 
known now. Each Workmen is assigned a certain 
number of Petrol Pumps for maintenance, be they 
within municipal limits of a town or partly within 
and partly outside municipal limits of a town or 
wholly outside the municipal limits of a town. 
Admittedly, the Corporation advances loans to 
these workmen to purchase their own conveyances 
with a view to facilitate, their movements. These 
workmen have to attend to complaints received 
from these petrol pumps within their geographical 
jurisdiction. They are required to do routine 
maintenance of the petrol pumps and have also to 
repair breakdown reported to them. The nature 
of the work is such that no uniform hours can be 
maintained. The number of petrol pumps to be 
attended to. depends upon the complaints received 
and a break down may be repaired in half an hour 
but the other may take even six hours to be- repair¬ 
ed. A diary is mamtaintd by each workman in 
this regard. There is also a job report and an im¬ 
prest account to be maintained by them. There 
are duvs when the services of a workman may not 
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be wholly unbred but then lher: are days when he 
may have to work for hours. 

2. Now, all these petrol pumps do not belong 
to the Bharat Petroleum Ltd. Admittedly, there 
are three categories of petrol pumps. A category 
outlets are owned by the company. Jn ‘B’ cate¬ 
gory, the land belongs to the individual dealer and 
the installed equipment belongs to the company, 
in ‘C category, the land as well as the installations 
belong to the individual dealer. 

3. The undisputed position is that these work¬ 
men do not have a fixed office or factory premises. 
They operate from their individual residences and 
cover the various petrol pumps where maintenance 
or repair work is undertaken. 

4. The further undisputed position is that for 
going out, a travelling allowance is paid to each 
workman. Each workman is also paid a Bhatta 
to cover his outdoor expenses like lunch, dinner, 
etc. 

5. The grievance of the union is that the com¬ 
pany has failed to stipulate fixed working hours for 
these technicians with the result that they are being 
compelled to work overtime with no compensation. 
Under the relevant legal provisions, the company 
ought to have stipulated fixed working hours for 
these workmen so that they are not exploited. 

6. It appears thot the demand of the union was 
not acceded to by the com puny and the matter 
was taken into conciliation but the same failed and 
eventually, the appropriate Government referred 
the dispute in the following terms for adjudication 
to the Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Bharat Petroleum Corpn. Ltd. .Bombay 
in not stipulating the working hours of 
Retail Outlet Fitters now designated as 
Technician Retail, is legal and justified ? 
If not what relief the workmen are en¬ 
titled to ?" 

7. The union filed its written statement of claim 
on 22nd March, 1993 and alleged that under 
various legal provisions, to what I shall refer at 
the appropriate place, the company was under an 
obligation to stipulate the working hours of these 
workmen; In not doing so it was acting illegally 
and was also subjecting these workmen to long 
hours of work without adequately compensating 
them upon such pleas is inter alia prayed for the 
following reliefs ; 

“ft is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble Tri¬ 
bunal direct the management of Bharat 
Petroleum Ltd. to 

(U fix up and stipulate daily working 
hours of Technicians (Retail); 

(2) compensate these workmen for Work¬ 
ing beyond eight hours daily since 
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then joining the service of the Cor¬ 
poration as Technicians (Retail) old 
designation : Retail Fitter." 

8. The claim has been resisted by the company 
on a number of grounds and has filed a detailed 
reply to the written statement of claim. The union 
filed its rejoinder to the reply of the company. 
Roth the s : des have produced documentary as well 
as oral evidence in support of their respective 
averments and pleas. I have also heard the learn¬ 
ed counsel for the parties in extenso. Both the 
skies have filed written submissions also. 

9. To complete the narration it would not be 
on( of place to mention that during the pendency 
of these proceedings, the union moved an applica¬ 
tion for interim award on 4-2-94. This applica¬ 
tion was opposed by the company by filing a 
wriiten reply. This application was rejected by 
my predecessor vide order dated 16-12-94. 

10. During the course of final arguments, Shri 
Devdas Learned Counsel for the union did not 
press the claim qua relief No. 2 reproduced above 
and confined his arguments to relief No. 1. 

11. The contentiort of the learned counsel fof 
the qnion is that all the retail outlets Vm.ihe PetfOl 
pumps the maintenance and repairs whereof are 
undertaken by the workmen fulfill the character of 
u ‘factory* as defined in Section 2(F of the Facul¬ 
ties Act, 1948. Section 51 of the said Act lays 
down that 1U) adult worker shall be required of 
allowed to work in a factory for more than 48 
hours in any week. Section 54 of that very Act 
lavs down that subject to the provisions of the Act. 
No adult worker shall be required or allowed to 
work in factory for more than nine hours in any 
day. Section 59 of this very Act makes a provi¬ 
sion for payment of extra wages and provides that 
where a worker works in a factory for more than 
nine hours in any day or for more than 48 hours 
in any week, he shall, in respect of overtime work, 
be entitled to Wages at the rate of twice his ordi¬ 
nary tate of wages. The workmen are covered 
Under Industrial Employment Standing Orders, 
Act, 1946. The company has its own certified 
standing orders, The schedule to the Industrial 
Employment (Standng Orders Act) at item No. 6 
provides for manner of intimating the workmen 
the ] eriods of hours of works, holidays, pay days 
and wage days but the company has not complied 
with this provision. It was incumbment on the 
company to fix and stipulate the working hours of 
these workmen. It was submitted that the retail 
outlets were covered by the provisions of the Fac¬ 
tories Act and a notification dated 9th July, 1985 
issued by the Government copies whereof where 
endorsed by the company to all the retail outlets 
directed the letter to get them registered under the 
relevant provisions of the Factories Act in order 
to carry out the diverse statutory obligations im¬ 
posed by the provisions of the Factories Act, 
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12. It is submitted that non-compliance with 
these provisions has resulted in exploitation of the 
woil-men and they arc made to work for more than 
9 Ivwrs a day and for more than 48 hours a week 
without entitling them to overtime wages. Hence, 
the company be directed to fix and stipulate exact 
working hours of these workmen. 

15: I have considered the rival contentions and 
have perused the record. There is no doubt that 
the Petrol Pumps have been covered under the 
Factories Act and the management issued circular 
Ex. A. annexed to the application for interim 
relief, by the union. This position is not in dis¬ 
pute before me. 

14. However, it is contended on behalf of the 
management that the workmen in question ate nol 
employed m the petrol pumps. The provisions of 
Sections 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 58. 59, 60, 63 and 64 
of the Factories Act, occurring in Chapter VI of 
the. Act are applicable to workers’ working in the 
Factory. Hence, these provisions arc not appli¬ 
cable to the present workmen. 

15. To my mind this contention is Well founded 
and deceives to be accepted. All the Sections 
aforesaid are applicable to workers ‘working in a 
Factory’. The present work men can not be said 
to work in any particular petrol pump, which is 
assigned to a particular workman., though he does 
work of repairs and maintenance at sUcll petrol 
pumps which are assigned to him. I think expres¬ 
sion ’working in a factory’ has to be contradistin¬ 
guished from ‘working at a factoryThe concept 
of a worker working in a factory would involve 
that he is employed in a factory. The present 
vxrl.men are not at all employees of any particu¬ 
lar petrol pump and! do not work in any petrol 
pump but have to move from one petrol pump to 
another petrol pump, keeping in view the exigen¬ 
cies nl work. For this very reason, fixing, notify¬ 
ing and publishing of the working hours is simply 
impracdcle and non-Work able in actual practice. 
It is an admitted position that the workmen ope¬ 
rate bum their respective residences. There is a 
great deal of flexibility in their work schedules. 
There is no precise control on their movements; 
which petrol pump is to be visited at what time is 
left to their discretion, of course depending upon 
the e>. sencies of work. Today, it may be petrol 
pump A demanding attention in early hours of the 
day tomorrow, it may be petrol pump B. on ano¬ 
ther dov. it may be petrol pump C and so on, 
when such is the position, how can precise work 
hours he fixed ? Hence, in my opinion, the various 
prov Rons of the Factories Act arc not attracted to 
tivc workmen. 

J6. Now, it is an admitted position that long 
term settlement have been entered into between the 
management and the various employees unions, 
representing the workmen and these settlements 
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govern the terms and conditions of the employ¬ 
ment. Earlier, there was a long term settlement 
dated 22-3-1986 and this long settlement was 
operative from 1-6-1985 to 31-5-1989. This was 
replaced by a long term settlement signed on 
25-3-1991. However, understanding between the 
parties had already been reached on 8-10-1990 
and j 0-10-1990. Since, an approval was granted 
by Government of India on 8-3-91, the settlement 
was signed on 25-3-1991. Meanwhile, the present 
demand had been raised by the union, which was 
a party to the said settlement. Clause 18 of the 
settlement pertained to working hours. These 
settlements replaced on still earl'er settlement 
dated 30-4-82 which inter alia provided - 

’’P.eta'l Fitters listed in Annex ure 22 will con¬ 
tinue to be allowed overtime as per prac¬ 
tice prevalent immediately prior to the 
effective date of this settlement. It is 
specifically understood between the par¬ 
ties that this will nc t be adm'ssible for 
any other Retail Fitter who is not listed 
in the said anntxme.” 

Atmexure 22 listed only five employees, who 
were employees of erstwhile Burma Shell Co. T his 
clause in the settlement excluded specifically other 
Retail Fitters. 

12. Learned counsel for the union urged that 
this was a discriminatory clan 'e and hence was 
improper. In my opinion, reasonable classification 
is always permissible. Before the management, 
there was a category of erstvhile Burmah Shell 
employees and the other category of the manage¬ 
ments’ own employees. The terms and conditions 
of employment of employees of erstwhile employ¬ 
ees of Burmah Shell Co. coal t not have been 
changed to their detriment. Tm> explains and 
justices two different treatments, meted out to two 
distinct categories and can not be a ground for 
any genuine grievance on thi, part of the union, 
which was a signatory to the settlement. 

18. Clause 4(d) of Part III of the settlement 
dated 30-4-82 was not modified for superseded by 
the subsequent settlements and hence the said 
clause is still extant and applicable to the present 
workmen. This position has been squarely admit¬ 
ted by the union in its application for grant of 
interim relief. 

19. On behalf of the union, it was contended 
that there was no estoppal against law and hence 
the union is entitled to claim fixation of working 
hours in spite of the long term setlement and con¬ 
sequently the workmen are also entitled to over¬ 
time wages. I have already said that the provi¬ 
sions of the Factories Act were not applicable to 
the present workmen. Hence, there is no question 
of estoppal against law. The terms of the long 
term settlement is binding between the parties and 
in the peculiar circumstances of the case, the union 
can not demand fixation of working hours. 

1292 
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20. Union contended that under item No. 6 of 
Hi- i.CicJjL to the Industrial Employment (stand¬ 
ing Orders) Act, 1946, wh : ch schedule was appli¬ 
cable to the present workmen, the management was 
bound to inform the workmen of their hours of 
work, holidays, pay days and wage rates and this 
has not been done and the management be direc¬ 
ted to do so. I have already held that in the very 
nature of drugs this was not practicable and work¬ 
able. Hence, this contention is not valid in the 
peculiar circumstances of the nature of Work ol 
these workmen. 

21. The contention was reinforced by an argu¬ 
ment that these workmen were subjected to excess 
!.. m- of work without compensation of overtime 
and henct thsy deserve to be compensated for the 
‘■verbme done by them, suffice it to say that claim 
f>r overt'me was abandoned during the course of 
arguments, as would be evident from endorsement 
dined 18-4-96 made on page 9 of the written argu¬ 
ment^ of the union. 

22. Certain precedents were cited before me on 
behalf of the union to show that stipulations of in 
the long term settlement in violation of law can 
not bind die workmen. I need not encumber the 
award by citing these precedents because the rates 
of the decisions cited before me and detailed at 
pages 8 and 9 of the written arguments, is unexcep¬ 
tionable. However, as discussed already, there is 
no violation of law in as much as the workmen 
hetcin do not Work in any factory. 

93. For the self same reason, the precedents 
dc a led at page 11 of the written arguments of 
t:ic union do not alter the position. 

24. Here. 1 may state that the present union 
under clause 1(a) of the settlement dated 25-3-91 
had agreed not to raise any demand involving 
ci needy or indirectly any additional financial bur¬ 
den during the period of operation of the settle¬ 
ment > z. J-6-1989 to 31-5-1993. To my mind, 
mis clause, precludes the union from willings a 
demand of the present nature, even though claim 
for overtime compensation has been abandoned by 
the union. 

2'k The management relied upon the fact that 
the dispute pertain’ng to rationalisation of the 
u'odcing hours bad been referred by the appropriate 
Government to CGIT II, Bombay and the claim of 
ilic union has been negatived by the said Tribunal. 
Suffice it to sav that the full text of the award has 
not been placed on record and hence it would not 
he proper for me to make any comments on this 
aspect of the matter. 

26. Taking an overall view of the circumstances 
of the case, I am of the view that the claim of the 
union deserves to be rejected. It is so rejected. 
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I make on award accordingly. The same be duly 
submitted and notified. 

R. S. VERM A, Presiding Officer 

17 fit, 199 6 
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Sfr^frofito fitft, fifTTifr 

New Delhi, the 17th May, 1996 

S.O. 1685.—In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby publishes the 
award of the Central Government Industrial Tri¬ 
bunal Bombay No. t as shown in the Anncxure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of M|s H.P.C. Ltd., 
and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 15-5-1996. 

[No. 1,-30012!I l;B5-D-JU(B)|TR(CI)} 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 
PRESENT 

Shri Justice R. S. Verina, 

Presiding Officer 

MTSC. APPLICATION NO. 9 OF 1994 
(Arising out of Ref. No. CGIT-10 of 1987) 
PARTIES : 

Hindustan Petroleum Corpn. Ltd. Bombay-74. 

: Applicant 
Vs. 

Petroleum Employees Union, Bombay. 

: Opponent 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Applicant : S|Sbri Rele & R. N. 
Shah, Advocates. 

For the Opponent : Shri Gopal Krishan and 
Ms. Shobfia Gopal, Advocates. 

Industry : Petroleum. 

.State : Maharashtra. 

Mumbai, dated the 28th day of March, 1996. 


JUDGMENT 

Shri Rele for management along with Shri R.N. 
Shah. 

22. Shri Gopal Kishnan for Union along with 
Ms. Shooha Gopal. 

?. Heard the learned counsel for both the sides. 

4. By this application, the management seeks 
_‘Yvk,iV|mod : Scation of award made by my learned 
[ved.u'Ssor on 15th September, 1994. 

5. The admitted facts of the case are that the 
workman was subjected to a domestic enquiry in 

consequence of which he was dismissed from ser¬ 
vice w.c.L 21st September) 1984. 

fa. An industrial dispute was raised and was re¬ 
ferred by the appropriate Government to this Tri¬ 
bunal vide letter dated 6-4-1987. 

7. Before this Tr'bunal, the union interaha chal¬ 
lenged the legality, propriety and fairness of the 
domestic enquiry. Evidence was led by both the 
sides and by the award m question, my worthy 
predecessor found that the domestic enquiry was 
legal, fair and proper. However, he held that 
pimi'.liment of dismissal deserved to be set aside, 
•.ji tins view of the matter, he set aside the order 
■ ’I dism'ssal and directed reinstatement of the 
workman with 25 per cent of back wages. 

o. The contention of the management is that 
the m a tier had been heard only on the question of 
legality, propriety and fairness of domestic en¬ 
quiry. When the learned Presiding Officer agreed 
wjih the contentions of the management, he should 
have g. veil opportunity to the management to show 
that m n.Yfieular circumstances of the case, penalty 
of .Fr.m'ssal was proper. This opportunity was not 
g ven to the management. Secondly, the workman 
hi me normal course would have superannuated 
on 31-8-1P89 and hence there could have been no 
question of his reinstatement. 

9 The application has been opposed with great 
vehemence by the union. It is submitted that there 
is no power in this Tribunal to review the award 
already passed. It was admitted that workman 
would have normally superannuated on 31-8-1989 
and hence there was no question of reinstatement. 
However, it Was submitted that the management 
in the first instance should have led evidence re¬ 
garding the propriety of punishment as well and 
was not entitled to place any fresh evidence once 
flic Tribunal had found that domestic enquiry was 
fair, legal and proper. 

10. I have considered the rival contentions. I 
fnav state that the parameters of the power of re¬ 
view exercisable by this Tribunal have been laid 
down by the apex Court in the case of Grindlays 
Bank 1980 I LLJ 327. In para 13 of the said 
Judgment, the apex Court has recognised the types 
of d : fferent situations. It was held that there was 
no power to review on merits when the error 
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sought to be corrected is one of law and is appa¬ 
rent on face of record. However, it was held that 
a procedural review was permissible when the or¬ 
der under review was passed under a misapprehen¬ 
sion by it. Learned counsel for union tried to sug¬ 
gest that this ruling pertaining to setting aside of 
an expaite award and can not be construed to lay 
down a general proposition of law. With respects, 
I do not agree with this proposition and I find 
that this Tribunal has jurisdiction to rectify a pal¬ 
pably erroneous order, if it has been passed on 
some misapprehension of facts. 

11. Now, this raised the question as to at what 
stage, the employer should place material before 
the' Tribunal to sustain its action of dismissal or 
discharge when the Tribunal is considering a case 
under Section 11A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

12. Shri Rele submitted that this could be done 
only after the Tribunal has recorded the finding 
on the legality, fairness and propriety of the domes¬ 
tic enquiry. Till finding on this preliminary issue 
is recorded, there is no shape for the management 
to lead evidence. 

13. In my opinion Section 11A of the I.D. Act 
does not contemplate two distinct stages where en- 
lUiiry is legal, fair and proper. The foundation for 
such a contention has to be laid in reply of the 
employer to the written statement of claim of the 
workman and all such material as was available 
to the management in this regard, should be plac¬ 


ed on record along with pleadings. When the issue 
of legality, propriety and fairness qf domestic en¬ 
quiry has been raised, and the legality and pro¬ 
priety of termination | dismissal cr discharge had 
been challenged, the entire material must be plac¬ 
ed on record. Then, the Tribuual may consider if 
in totality of circumstances, the dismissal or dis¬ 
charge could be justified or not and if any modu¬ 
lation in the punishment was required. 

id. Such a plea that the punishment deserved 
to be upheld could be taken as one alternative|ad¬ 
ditional plea. In the present case, this has not been 
done. No material has been placed on record in 
justification of the penalty of dismissal. 

15. However, I find that two mistakes which 
have admittedly crept in the impugned award de¬ 
serve to be rectified. The workman was dismissed 
w.e.f. 27-9-1984 and would have superannuated 
normally on 31-8-1989. There is no dispute on 
this aspect. Hence, there could be no reinstatement 
os directed by the award. Secondly, the 25 per 
cent of wages could be payable only from the date 
of dismissal i.e-. 27-9-1984 to his normal date of 
superannuation i.e. 31-8-1989. Application for re¬ 
view is thus partly allowed and the impugned 
award shall stand modified as indicated above. In 
the circumstances of the case, parties shall bear 
the : r own costs of these proceedings. 

R. S. VERMA, Presiding Officer 
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